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From: Smith, Judy
To: "DECONCINI.Nina@deq.state.or.us"
Cc: Holsman, Marianne
Subject: Letters to OR Delegation (PDX Air Toxics)
Date: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:00:00 PM
Attachments: Response to Sen. Wyden.pdf


 
 
Hi Nina – Here is a copy of the letter that was sent to the three members of the federal delegation. 
 This is the one addressed to Senator Wyden.  A copy was sent to Dick Pedersen DEQ and Gabriella
 Goldfarb at the Governor’s office.  Judy
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From: Smith, Judy
To: BLACK Julie
Subject: Accepted: Incident Management Team meeting - Portland metals emissions
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From: Smith, Judy
To: Portland - Oregon - AOC
Subject: Accepted: Incident Management Team meeting - Portland metals emissions
Start: Friday, March 04, 2016 3:00:00 PM
End: Friday, March 04, 2016 4:00:00 PM
Location: OHA AOC or call: Mobile clickable: 877-411-9748,,227051#
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From: Smith, Judy
To: Gebbie Eric N
Subject: Accepted: Incident Management Team meeting - Portland metals emissions
Start: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 3:00:00 PM
End: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 4:00:00 PM
Location: OHA AOC or call: Mobile clickable: 877-411-9748,,227051#
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From: Smith, Judy
To: Gebbie Eric N
Subject: Accepted: Incident Management Team meeting - Portland metals emissions
Start: Saturday, February 20, 2016 3:00:00 PM
End: Saturday, February 20, 2016 4:00:00 PM
Location: OHA AOC or call: Mobile clickable: 877-411-9748,,227051#
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From: Smith, Judy
To: BLACK Julie
Subject: Accepted: Incident Management Team meeting - Portland metals emissions
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From: Smith, Judy
To: Modie Jonathan N
Subject: Accepted: JIC-SE Portland Metals
Start: Monday, March 07, 2016 8:30:00 AM
End: Monday, March 07, 2016 9:00:00 AM
Location: Conference Line 1-888-808-6929, Participant Code: 915042#
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From: Smith, Judy
To: Modie Jonathan N
Subject: Accepted: JIC-SE Portland Metals
Start: Monday, March 07, 2016 8:30:00 AM
End: Monday, March 07, 2016 9:00:00 AM
Location: Conference Line 1-888-808-6929, Participant Code: 915042#
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From: Smith, Judy
To: SIFUENTES Julie
Subject: Accepted: Metals Emissions -Community Engagement
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "gdonovan@fs.fed.us"
Cc: Watkins, Tim; Wayland, Richard; Landers, Dixon
Subject: Air Toxics and Moss Sampling in SE Portland
Date: Friday, February 26, 2016 3:57:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi Geoff –
 
This e-mail is to follow up on our conversation about your soon to be published moss study and who
 at our agency would be a potential contact for a discussion about next steps in information
 gathering, potentially a collaborative effort between EPA and the Forest Service to see if there is a
 way to calibrate your bio-monitoring with air monitoring data.  (Sorry that’s not very accurate or
 eloquent as I multitask).
 
The following three people were suggested.  I’ve copied them on this e-mail, not knowing if they are
 aware of recent air toxics developments here in Portland, Oregon. 
 
Tim Watkins        Watkins.tim@epa.gov                   919-541-5114
Chet Wayland     wayland.richard@epa.gov            919-541-4603
Dixon Landers    landers.dixon@epa.gov                 541-754-4427
 
Here is the link to the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality Website that provides some
 background:  http://www.deq.state.or.us/nwr/metalsemissions.htm
 
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "FLYNT Jennifer"
Subject: COURTESY REVIEW: EPA response to Oregonian inquiry
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 1:53:00 PM


Hi Jennifer – The reporter has a deadline in one hour, but we wanted to make sure that you
 were aware of his questions and our draft response.  It is still being reviewed here at EPA. 
 Judy


Reporter questions: I’m looking at Oregon DEQ’s administration of the Title V permit
 program. From an initial review of mine, it appears that 46% of Oregon’s Title V permits are
 expired. Some appear to have been expired since 2000; the bulk lapsed between 2011-2015.


Given EPA’s delegation of this authority to Oregon, I want to know:


  *   Is EPA concerned with Oregon’s funding, monitoring, permitting and review of major air
 pollution sources?


  *   Is it normal for a state to be so far behind in its permit reviews?


*   Has EPA audited Oregon’s Clean Air Act administration since these reports circa 2007 and
 FY10? (Linked here: http://www.epa.gov/compliance/oregon-state-review-framework). If so,
 can you provide them?


To clarify, the Clean Air Act Title V permit program does not apply to art glass facilities such
 as Bullseye Glass in Portland. These types of facilities are regulated under the state
 permitting program.


EPA and the ODEQ work together to ensure that the monitoring, permitting and review
 under the Clean Air Act are sufficient to protect air quality and people’s health. EPA works
 with ODEQ to identify the priority work that is needed to accomplish the statutory
 requirements in the Clean Air Act. The Title V permit program is a fee based program by
 design, and ODEQ must collect the funds necessary to administer the program. EPA is
 charged with periodically reviewing the Title V program to assess whether sufficient funds
 are being collected to manage to program.  EPA and DEQ also collaborate regarding the
 monitoring network needed for implementation of the National Ambient Air Quality
 Standards (NAAQS). 


Title V permits are often administratively extended beyond their expiration date and the
 permits remain in effect. Facilities with administratively extended permits retain permit
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 coverage and must continue to meet the limits of their permits until the permits are
 reviewed and renewed.


EPA is scheduled to complete a Clean Air Act Title V permit program review for Oregon this
 year.  The two reports you reference above are compliance/enforcement related audits,
 called the State Review Framework, which are separate from the Title V program review.
 The current report for the State Review Framework has been drafted and is under review.
 The State Review Framework is a standard review of state compliance and enforcement
 programs that has a Clean Air Act component. 








From: Smith, Judy
To: "Modie Jonathan N"; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI
Cc: FLYNT Jennifer; DANAB Marcia; Matt HOFFMAN; Cowie Robb; Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov; WICKSTROM


 Susan D
Subject: EJ Screen Mapping Tool
Date: Friday, February 26, 2016 3:20:00 PM


http://www.epa.gov/ejscreen
 
Here is the website and tool that I mentioned this morning that may be useful in identifying
 environmental justice concerns.  Judy
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "fzarkhin@oregonian.com"
Subject: EPA Air Rules
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016 5:30:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi Fedor – Marianne Holsman said that she spoke with you earlier this afternoon and asked me to
 send you this information: 
 
EPA has three national standards that potentially apply to glass manufacturing plants.  We
 are gathering information and reviewing facilities to help inform our decision about
 whether revision of these rules is warranted.  We are reviewing similar facilities nationally
 to determine whether they are covered by the current rules or whether there is a
 regulatory gap.   We are pleased that the facilities have cooperated with Oregon on
 ceasing use of the cadmium, arsenic and chrome while this review is in process. In the
 short term, we will continue to support Oregon DEQ and Oregon Health Authority as they
 take responsive and appropriate action to protect the health of the local community and
 address air quality concerns.
 
I understand that she is also working on a response for a larger inquiry you sent earlier this week.  
 Please let me know if you have additional questions that I can help with, since I am now tracking this
 issue for our office. 
 
Thanks,
 
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 



mailto:fzarkhin@oregonian.com

https://www.facebook.com/eparegion10

https://twitter.com/epanorthwest

https://www.youtube.com/user/USEPAgov

https://www.flickr.com/people/usepagov/

https://instagram.com/epagov

https://plus.google.com/+EPAgov/posts










































From: Smith, Judy
To: "Modie Jonathan N"; WICKSTROM Susan D; Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov; DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us;


 Cowie Robb; FLYNT Jennifer; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI
Subject: EPA Community Involvement Plan examples and EPA"s community involvement toolkit
Date: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 5:43:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Draft Bristol Bay Community Involvement Plan May 2011.pdf
FY 2010 PH Outreach Tracking.doc


Here are a couple examples of Community Involvement Plans from our region:
Coeur d’Alene Basin - https://www3.epa.gov/region10/pdf/sites/bunker_hill/cda_cip_plan_2014.pdf
Formosa Mine -
 http://yosemite.epa.gov/R10/CLEANUP.NSF/sites/Formosa/$FILE/formosa_mine_ci_plan.pdf
Bristol Bay – attached
Portland Harbor outreach log – attached
 
Here is the guidance on creating a CIP:  https://semspub.epa.gov/work/11/174739.pdf
 
Here is a link to EPA’s community involvement toolkit. http://www.epa.gov/superfund/community-
involvement-tools-and-resources#howto   I’m extremely bummed (a bureaucratic term) that they
 just changed the format from a fully tabbed publication to 110 separate documents that all start
 with the word guidance.  Eeek!  The tabs inside the documents are useless.  The newly limited
 functionality aside, it’s a good cookbook for CI activities such as community interviews, community
 involvement plans and communication strategies. 
 
Hope this is somewhat helpful,
Judy
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, Public Affairs Specialist
EPA Region 10 Oregon Operations Office
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT PLAN 



BRISTOL BAY WATERSHED ASSESSMENT 
REVIEW DRAFT May 9, 2011 



 
 
 



Community Involvement Plan 
 
This is EPA’s draft plan for engaging community members and stakeholders in the Bristol 
Bay watershed assessment.   This plan is based on information gathered from local 
residents, stakeholders and other interested parties. This plan will be updated as needed 
and we welcome your ideas for improving our outreach and engagement efforts.   
 
EPA pledges to conduct all work on the Bristol Bay watershed assessment in an open and 
transparent manner.  Good science must consider a full range of perspectives about the 
unique Bristol Bay environment and how unprotected parts of the watershed might be 
impacted by large scale development. 
 
In addition to the community engagement activities identified in this plan, in March 2011, 
EPA invited 31 Bristol Bay tribal governments to enter formal consultation with EPA.  We 
recognize that there will be overlap in tribal and community outreach, because many of the 
communities in Bristol Bay are mostly tribal members.   
 
Also In this Plan: 
 



• For More Information 
• Community Involvement Goals 
• What we have heard so far  
• How We Will Keep You Informed  
• Action Plan for 2011-2012   
• About the Site     



• Appendices 
A - Summary of February 2011 
meetings  
B - E-Mail Input received by EPA 
C – Community Interview Questions 
 



 
Community Involvement Goals   
 



• Provide opportunities for public participation and comment that will effectively incorporate 
community concerns into the watershed assessment. 



• Provide useful and timely information about progress on the watershed assessment. 
• Establish open communication and respond to questions and concerns as they arise. 
• Evaluate how well community involvement activities work and make changes as needed. 



 
For More Information:   
 



Website:   www.epa.gov/region10/bristolbay 
E-mail:  r10bristolbay@epa.gov 
Community Involvement Coordinator:  Judy Smith 503-326-6994 
Tribal Liaison: Tami Fordham 907-271-1484 
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About the Bristol Bay, Alaska, Watershed Assessment  
 
EPA is conducting a scientific analysis of the Bristol Bay watershed in southwest Alaska 
to help us understand how future large-scale development may affect water quality and 
the salmon fishery. The information we gather will help guide our future actions to protect 
the watersheds, ensure the sustainability of that fishery and promote sustainable 
development. 



EPA's efforts will focus primarily on two areas -- the Nushagak and Kvichak watersheds -
- that are not currently protected as parks or wildlife refuges. Our process will include 
scientific peer review, tribal consultation, federal and state agency participation, as well 
as public and industry input.  



Bristol Bay Demographics  
 



The area within the scope of EPA’s watershed assessment includes all or part of the 
Bristol Bay Borough, the Lake and Peninsula Borough and the Dillingham Census 
Area.  This section explains some of the population statistics according to Census 
2000 data.   
 
The Bristol Bay Borough has 1,258 people living in 490 households.  The population 
density is about 1.4 people per square mile.  About 44% of the residents are of Native 
heritage.   
 
The Dillingham Census Area has 4,922 people in 1,529 households.  The population 
density is 0.235 people per square mile.  About 70% of the residents are of Native 
heritage.  
 
The Lake and Peninsula Borough has a population of 1,823 in 588 households.  The 
population density is 0.05 people per square mile.  About 74% of the residents are of 
Native heritage. 
 
There are about three dozen towns or villages in these areas.  All are located adjacent 
to a water body.  The largest town is Dillingham with a population of 2,800. There are 
also smaller villages that are seasonally occupied. In most of the communities between 
2 and 20% of the population speak Yup’ik as their primary language at home.  There 
are five communities in the study area where between 25% and 75% of the residents 
speak Yup’ik at home.   



 
 











What We Heard So Far 
 
Each person we talked with cares deeply about the land, waters and fisheries of Bristol 
Bay.  Passionate opinions about appropriate future use range from keeping the area in a 
pristine condition to pursuing large scale development in the area in an environmentally 
sensitive manner.  Ensuring a livelihood and preserving a way of life is extremely 
important to both supporters and opponents of large scale development in the region.   
 
Here is a sample of some of the things we heard from Bristol Bay communities:  



“Mining development must be of a scale and size that the environment can support..” 
 



“Fish and wildlife are clearly the priority.  Mining cannot be allowed to harm fish and wildlife 
resources.” 



 
“EPA also need to consider global warming, fault lines, and the negative impacts Pebble has 
already caused.” 



 
“Villages that are not on the coast do not have the benefit of the commercial fishery.  We 
were lucky enough to have a gold mine in our back yard but now people are trying to take 
that away from us.”   



 
“Economics should be a big part of the EPA assessment”. 



 
“EPA must be objective and the process must be open and transparent.  We must treat every 
person and every viewpoint equally and fairly.” 



 
“Stick to science and keep the political and emotional bias out of your assessment.” 



 
Here is what we heard about how you want to be informed and involved:   
 



Most people EPA talked to said they would use a website to get information about EPA’s 
work and they would also like to get information by e-mail.  Tribal members also 
suggested using the EPA grant project officers who they talk to on a regular basis.   
 
We were asked to avoid holding meetings during prime subsistence seasons including 
June, July and late August through early September.  Good times are August before the 
20th and September after the first week. 
 
EPA should consider holding meetings in Dillingham, Illiamna, a village along the 
Nushagak River.  Some people did not think that either King Salmon, or Anchorage 
meetings were needed.   
 
Some people encouraged EPA to consider summaries written in Yupik, but others felt it 
wasn’t needed, because most people also read English. 



 
Appendix D contains a summary of meetings held in February, March and April 2011. In 
addition, EPA received and acknowledged approximately 12,000 form letter e-mails 
during this timeframe.   











How We Will Keep You Informed 
 
EPA will use a variety of tools to keep you informed and involved on this project   



Web Site: EPA and Alaska DEQ will share information and draft documents on 
the internet at: www.epa.gov/region10/bristolbay. 



 
E-mail updates: EPA has established a listserv for the purpose of providing e-mail 
updates to everyone who wants to stay informed about the ongoing work.  You 
can subscribe to this list by going to the website listed above and following the 
subscription link.   Or you can contact Judy Smith at smith.judy@epa.gov and ask 
to be added to the list.   
 
Fact Sheets



 



: EPA will summarize information about the watershed assessment in 
fact sheets that will be available on the EPA Bristol Bay website. 



Meetings:



 



 Public meetings will be held at two times during the preparation of the 
watershed assessment.  The first meetings will be held when the draft watershed 
assessment is available.  The second set of meetings will be to share the final 
draft (after community, agency and scientific peer review comments have been 
incorporated) and provide EPA’s findings.   EPA plans to hold each meeting in 
Anchorage and two or three communities, such as Dillingham and Iliamna, so that 
more people have the opportunity to attend.  We will also endeavor to schedule 
these meetings to minimize conflicts with seasonal fishing and subsistence 
schedules.   



Mailings



 



:   An initial fact sheet will be mailed to all households in the study area to 
make sure that those who are most affected have access to the information and 
know how to reach EPA with their comments and questions. Other fact sheets 
and post cards may be mailed to those who request it. 



Opportunity to comment on the draft document:  



 



The draft watershed assessment 
for Bristol Bay will be open to public scrutiny. The draft document will be posted 
on the EPA Bristol Bay website.  Documents will also available by mail upon 
request from EPA.  A public comment period will be advertised and communities 
will be notified by e-mail when the document becomes available.  EPA will 
incorporate public concerns into the document and public comments will become 
part of our project file..   



Informal contacts: EPA project team members would like to talk with those who 
have questions, concerns or local knowledge that can help inform the Bristol Bay 
watershed assessment.  Please contact Judy Smith at 503-326-6994 or 
smith.judy@epa.gov if you would like to talk with someone at EPA. 
 
News Releases: Significant project news and milestones will be shared with local 
and regional news outlets.  Articles may also be submitted to science publications 
and trade journals.   .  
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Action Plan 2011 – 2012  
 



Activity Timeframe Progress 
EPA Bristol Bay website February 2011 done 
E-mail listserv February 2011 done 
Project e-mail box February 2011 done 
   
Community Interviews by 
telephone to supplement info 



Spring 2011  



Circulate this CI plan for 
community input 



Late spring 2011  



   
Fact Sheet #1 May 2011  
FAQ about EPA’s work  May 2011  
Web feature story May2011  
   
Fact  Sheet #2 Progress Report 
(or feature story) 



June  2011 for mining session  



Fact Sheet #3 Progress Report 
(or feature story) 



August 2011  



   
Fact Sheet #4 Executive 
Summary about Draft 
Watershed Assessment  



Fall 2011  



Notice mailed to mailing list Fall  2011  
Meeting notices placed in Bristol 
Bay Times and other outlets 



Fall 2011  



Public Comment Opportunity Fall 2011  
Public meetings in Dillingham, 
Iliamna and Anchorage 



  



Summarize public input End of 2011   
   
Final Watershed Assessment 
Available 



Spring 2012  



Fact Sheet or Executive 
Summary about the Final 
Watershed Assessment 



Spring 2012  



Public Meetings 
(locations to be identified) 



Spring 2012  



 
 
  











APPENDIX A – Summary of public meetings held in February 2011 
 
February 7, 2011 – 
 



(add input from session where announcement was made) 



 
February 21, 2011



 



 – Richard Parkin, EPA was invited to participate in a meeting held in Ekwok 
hosted by the Ekwok Tribe.  There were 27 attendees, plus three on the phone.  Participants 
included representatives from the villages of Ekwok, New Stuychock, Aleknagik, Levelock, 
Curyung, Igiugig and Nondalton.  Tribal entities included Nunamta Aulukestoi and the BBNC.  
There were also representatives from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Wilderness Society, 
Trout Unlimited and National Parks Conservation Association 



Meeting attendees shared their concerns about the effect development might have on their 
established way of life. Recommendations to EPA included use local knowledge; find out where 
the core of fresh water comes from for the Kuktoli River and Tallarick Creek because if the 
groundwater is disrupted it will destroy the fish; look at historical performance of mining and the 
historical performance of the State in monitoring and enforcing; ensure that drilling chemicals 
that are being used now for exploration are not contaminating the water; ensure spawning areas 
are protected from drilling muds; and look into dust problems that will result from mining. 



 
 
February 22, 2011



 



- Richard Parkin, EPA was invited to participate in a meeting held in Iliamna.  
The meeting has 34 attendees, representing the villages of Iliamna, Newhalen, Kokhanok and 
Nondalton.  Tribal entities included Nuna Resources, Iliamna Development Corporation and 
Iliamna Natives LTD.  There were also representatives from Alaska Peninsula Corporation, Lake 
and Peninsula Borough, Lake and Peninsula School District, Pebble Limited Partnership and 
Iliamna Air Taxi,  



Meeting attendees were supportive of PLP activities in the area and did not trust EPA or 
encourage our involvement.  Attendees shared concerns that a 404(c) action would restrict their 
current practices and way of life.  For example they wouldn’t be able to use ATVs off the road.  
They wouldn’t be able to build structures such as the building we were in. Some expressed 
disappointment that Lisa Jackson visited Dillingham but not Iliamna, which is further from  the 
affected area.  Because of the way the fish are managed and the Stevens Magnuson Act they 
have lost most of the economic benefits of the fishery.  They are 50 miles away from the coast 
and they don’t get a fish quota like the Nushagak River Tribes.  This is due to the CDQ program. 
They used to have a robust sport fishery there in the lake but it is gone.   
 
  











APPENDIX B - E-Mail Input received by EPA  
  
Between February 3 and March 10, 2011, EPA Region 10 received 11,330* e-mails 
regarding Bristol Bay and the Pebble Mine.   Of these, 9,350 were received in a one-
week period between 2/8/2011 and 2/15/2011, with 3,368 arriving on 2/8 and 2,951 
arriving on 2/14. 
 
Approximately 11,225 of the e-mails received by EPA were one of three similar form 
letters.  These letters stated opposition to development of the Pebble Mine and 
supported EPA action.  Of the remaining 75, 32 had a different subject line, but 
contained identical content to one of the form letters.  Another 37 e-mails used some 
form letter language, but also had unique content authored by the sender.  Finally, EPA 
received three e-mails with unique content that opposed the Pebble Mine and three e-
mails that stated support for development of the Pebble Mine.  
 
Three different form letters were used in the e-mail campaign to EPA that used the 
following subject lines: 



Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine (9900 e-mails) 
Stewardship and Justice for Bristol Bay (775 e-mails) 
Sportsman’s Request: Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine (550 e-mails) 
 



EPA sent the following e-mail acknowledgement to each e-mail sender in early March 
and is now sending the following e-mail acknowledgement to each e-mail sender:   



 
Thank you for sending the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) your thoughts about the future of 
the Bristol Bay watershed in Alaska.  I want to acknowledge that we received your input, even though we 
are not able to respond individually because of the large volume of e-mails we are receiving on this topic.  



During 2011, EPA is completing a scientific analysis of the Bristol Bay watershed to better understand how 
future large-scale development may affect water quality and the salmon fishery.  The information we gather 
will help guide our future actions to protect the waters and promote sustainable development.   EPA’s efforts 
will focus primarily on two areas --  the Nushagak and Kvichak watersheds -- that are not currently 
protected as parks or wildlife refuges.  Our process will include scientific peer review, tribal consultation, 
federal and state agency participation, as well as public and industry input.    



To receive EPA e-mail updates about the progress of Bristol Bay watershed assessment and learn about 
upcoming public involvement opportunities, please follow this link to subscribe to the EPA Bristol Bay 
listserv .   



As it becomes available, information will be posted on the EPA Bristol Bay website 



Sincerely,  



Richard Parkin, Associate Director 
 Office of Ecosystems, Tribal and Public Affairs, EPA Region 10 



 
  





https://lists.epa.gov/read/all_forums/subscribe?name=epa_bristolbay�


https://lists.epa.gov/read/all_forums/subscribe?name=epa_bristolbay�


http://yosemite.epa.gov/R10/ECOCOMM.NSF/bristol+bay/bristolbay�








Text of form letters: 
 
Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine (or Please Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine) 
 



Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay Alaska. I am writing today 
to encourage you to use your authority under the Clean Water Act to take a hard look at how this 
proposed mine will impact our nation’s biggest wild salmon fishery, the commercial fishermen and 
Alaska Natives who depend on it, and the local businesses who make their living off of this wild 
landscape in Southwestern Alaska.  
 
If built, Pebble mine will produce between 2 and 10 billion tons of toxic waste that will have to be 
treated for hundreds of years. This waste will threaten Bristol Bay, an area widely recognized as 
one of the last remaining strongholds for healthy salmon populations in North America and the 
world. The region provides pristine spawning grounds for trophy rainbow trout and all five species 
of Pacific salmon, including the largest sockeye salmon runs on Earth, and a variety of other fish 
and wildlife species that depend on the nutrients from salmon, clean water, and undisturbed 
habitat.  
 
I urge you to initiate a Clean Water Act 404(c) process in Bristol Bay immediately. Alaska Natives, 
sportsmen, commercial fishermen, churches, and conservation organizations deserve a public and 
science-based process to determine if the Pebble Partnership’s plans to build the biggest open pit 
mine in North America will harm one of our nation’s greatest fisheries. 



 
Stewardship and Justice for Bristol Bay 
 



As a person of faith, I am called to seek justice for the vulnerable among us and protect God’s 
great creation for future generations.  
 
The proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay, Alaska would threaten the well-being of the Alaskan 
Natives who have lived around the Bay for more than 12,000 years and destroy creation in 
irreparable ways.  Bristol Bay, as home to one of the last great salmon fisheries in the world, is a 
unique and irreplaceable part of God’s Creation.  
 
While the development of the mine would provide short term resources and jobs, future 
generations of Alaskan Natives could not continue their cultural way of life in this area.  
 
We urge you to oppose Pebble Mine and do whatever you can to ensure protection for Bristol Bay 
and its communities. Taking preemptive action would provide a clear signal to the company that 
this mine has no place in Bristol Bay.  



 
Sportsman’s Request: Please Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine 
 



Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay Alaska. I am writing today 
to encourage you to use your authority under the Clean Water Act to protect our nation’s biggest 
wild salmon fishery. 
  
The Pebble Mine will produce between 2 and 10 billion tons of toxic waste that will affect the land 
for centuries. This waste will threaten Bristol Bay and the fishermen, local businesses and Alaska 
Natives who depend on this wild landscape for their livelihoods. 
 
The region provides pristine spawning grounds for trophy rainbow trout and all five species of 
Pacific salmon. The area is home to the largest sockeye salmon runs on Earth, and a variety of 
fish and wildlife species depend on the nutrients from Bristol Bay's salmon, clean water and 
undisturbed habitat. 
  
I urge you to initiate a Clean Water Act 404(c) process in Bristol Bay immediately. Alaska Natives, 











sportsmen, commercial fishermen, churches and conservation organizations deserve a public and 
science-based process to determine if the Pebble Partnership’s plans to build the biggest open pit 
mine in North America will harm one of our nation’s greatest fisheries. 



 
Text of the three messages supporting the Pebble Mine or against EPA involvement: 
 
Bristol Bay and the Pebble Mine 
 



Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay Alaska. Unlike the vast 
majority of persons sending you pre-drafted emails that merely echo the causes of those whose 
livelyhood depends on stirring up causes, I have been there and have seen what could transpire 
with my own eyes. I am writing today to say that your actions to date have been so 
counterproductive to our environment and our country. It is a beauracratic boondogle of the 
highest proportion that you are now foisting on the People of Alaska. They do not want you. Your 
only goal is to protect your own beauracratic rear end and your public trough pension by appearing 
to be of some use. Nothing could be further from the real truth. Let the jobs be created and the 
people prosper using the resources that we have in a responsible way, in spite of your misguided 
and self indulgent attempts to justify your employment at real taxpayer expense. Bristol Bay will be 
just fine. Environmental Destruction is not good business and will be avoid completely dispite your 
worthless selves trying to be meaningful, but missing all the points. Your whole governmental 
department is a collossal waste of human flesh and invalid excuse for justifying your existence. 



 
Support for the Pebble Mine 
 



Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay Alaska. I am writing today 
to encourage you to use your authority help permit and start operations at the Pebble Mine.  
 
If built, Pebble mine will provide jobs and economic growth and stability to the region. Modern 
mining has adopted methods and practices that make it safer and more efficient. This operation 
should be permitted.  
 
I urge you to help the interests of the Pebble Mine. Many Alaska Natives, sportsmen, commercial 
fishermen, churches, and local organizations favor the science-based process currently used to 
determine that the Pebble Partnership’s open pit mine in North America is safe and plans to use 
the best practices available to ensure safe operation and prevent environmental harm. 
 



Pro Pebble and Pro Fishing 
 
Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Alaska. I am writing today to 
encourage you to use your authority to allow Pebble Mine to continue to invest in Alaska's natural 
resources and Alaska's future. There truly is room in Alaska for both mining and fishing. 
 
I urge you to follow the legal process. We, all Alaskan's, Alaska Natives, sportsmen, commercial 
fishermen, miners, investors, churches, and organizations deserve a public and science-based 
process as the Pebble Partnership has provided, year after year. Their continued investment in 
Alaska shows a commitment few partnerships have shown in the past. 
 
To the continued success of Alaska's future, in both mining and fishing. 
 
 



 
 
 











 APPENDIX  C –  Community Interview Questions 
    Information that will help us keep you involved 
 
What is your current source of your information about Bristol Bay?   
 
What information do you need to find out from EPA about the watershed assessment? 
 
What are your biggest issues, concerns and/or fears about protection or development of the 
Bristol Bay watershed?  Are there additional issues, concerns or fears you have heard voiced by 
others in your community? 
 
What is most important for EPA to know about Bristol Bay or the affected communities that will  
help EPA make a decision about whether to use our 404C authority under the Clean Water Act? 
 
What (local) activists, organizations or community or groups are concerned about the site?   Are 
there local civic or service clubs that could help share EPA information? Would it be helpful to 
post information at a community location such as a store or library? 
 
How do you typically get information about important issues? 
 
Would you use an EPA website about Bristol Bay to get information?  Are there other ways we 
should share information that would be more useful to you?   
 
Should EPA provide Yup’ik translation services in order for community members to participate in 
a meeting?  Do you have recommendations and/or contact information for trusted translators? 
Does spoken or written information need to be translated?   
 
If EPA needs public input during fishing or hunting season, what can we do to ensure that 
everyone has an opportunity to be involved? What are the minimum time frames for meaningful 
review and comment periods?  
 
Who else in the community should we be talking with?  (Such as Village Corporations, City 
Councils, other groups? 
 
Do you think EPA a credible, trustworthy source of information? 
 
Are there newspapers, or TV and radio stations that you use for information? (Contacts?) 
 
What locations should EPA hold meetings? Dillingham, Iliamna, King Salmon? Others?  
 
Are there major fishing or subsistence seasons that EPA should try to avoid for public comment 
processes?   
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Portland Harbor Community Outreach 



FY 2010 October 1, 2009 – September 30, 2010



			Date


			Organization


			Contact


			What


			Notes





			2009-11-10


			Friends of Cathedral Park NA


			Barbara Quinn


			Spoken Update


			Judy, Barbara, Robin





			2009-11-11


			Portland Harbor CAG


			Jim Robison


			Support PPT presentation on RI by LWG


			Judy, Chip





			2009-11-17


			Overlook NA


			Matthew Scoggin


			Spoken Update 


			Judy 





			2009-12-09


			Portland Harbor CAG


			Jim Robison


			


			Judy, Chip





			2010-01-05


			Tualitin Valley Cable TV – Water Spot Program


			David Delk


			TV talk show


			Judy, Jim A (DEQ), Robin P (CAG)





			2010-01-06


			Linnton NA


			Brian Hoop


			Presentation on Linnton related issues


			Kristine, Judy





			2010-01-13


			Portland Harbor CAG


			Jim Robison


			Update and discussion


			Chip, Judy





			2010-02-01


			Community members 


			Jan Secunda and Darise Weller


			Coffee and conversation on issues


			Judy





			2010-02-09


			Meet with new OCEH staff 


			Mariane Gest


			Coffee, background and next steps conversation


			Judy





			2010-02-10


			Portland Harbor CAG


			Jim Robison


			TAG advisor presentation on RI


			Judy, Chip





			2010-02-18


			Senator Merkley update


			Johnell Bell


			Briefing on PH RI and other EPA issues


			Judy, Tony





			2010-03-11


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			


			





			2010-03-16


			River in Focus Brownbag 


			Rick Bastach


			Luncheon panel forum


			Judy, Chip Eric





			2010-04-14


			Friends of Cathedral Park Earth Day Event


			Anisha Scanlon


			Outdoor presentation then litter cleanup


			Judy





			2010-04-27


			Childrens Clean Water Festival


			Patty Morgan


			Six sessions of Diving into the Willamette


			Sean, Judy





			2010-04-29


			Linnton and NW Portland Discussion Group


			Karen Bishop, EHAP


			Meeting of PH and Air Toxics groups to discuss common concerns


			Judy





			2010-05-03


			Portland Community College ECR-150 Class


			Kevin Lien


			Portland Habor and EPA PPT Presentation


			Judy





			2010-05-08


			PDX Accupuncture Project Needle Raising


			Adam Kuby


			Presentation and discussion on Portland Harbor


			Judy





			2010-05-12


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			


			Judy, Chip





			2010-05-20


			Community Members


			Jan Secunda and Darise Weller


			Coffee and issue discussion


			Judy





			2010-06-02


			Portland State University Leadership Forum


			Rachel Wray


			Jet Boat tour and meeting


			Eric, Judy





			2010-06-03


			Community Members


			Jan Secunda and Darise Weller


			Coffee and Issue Discussion


			Judy, Richard Franklin and Kol Peterson





			2010-06-09


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			Support LWG FS part 1 PPT


			Judy, Chip





			2010-06-16


			Linnton issues forum followup 


			Karen Bishop


			ATSDR health assessment information and discussion


			Judy





			2010-06-17


			DEQ Zidell cleanup open house


			


			Checked out their meeting format – an open house for about five localized issues


			Judy





			2010-06-22


			PH CAG steering committee


			Jim Robison


			August boat tour planning


			Judy





			2010-07-14


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			Support LWG FS part 2 PPT


			Judy, Chip





			2010-07-27


			Allocation Group Meeting


			Lori Cora


			Facilitate meeting


			Judy, and RPMs





			2010-08-11


			PH CAG Jet boat tour of Portland Harbor


			Barbara Smith


			CAG members view site 


			Chip, Eric, Judy





			2010-08-21


			Riverfest Community Fair


			Rick Bastach


			Staffed booth at community festival


			Judy, Stephanie Kercheval





			2010-09-08


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			Attended presentation on Earthquake hazard and provided context


			Judy, Chip





			2010-09-28


			UO PDX – Architecture class


			Jean 


			Presented PH and Superfund info to class – Portland Shipyard interest


			Judy





			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			








Additional Outreach Opportunities to be scheduled in FY 2011


			Organizations


			Contact


			Notes





			Oregon Bass and Panfish Club


			Bill Egan


			Next meeting 10/28









			Audubon Society


			


			http://audubonportland.org/about/our-staff





			Waterfront Organizations of Oregon


			


			





			Environmental Justice Action Group


			


			Jeri Sundvall 503/283-6397





			City Club


			


			





			Swan Island Business Association


			


			





			University Park NA


			Fletcher Trippe


			4th Monday





			NINA


			Pamela Ake


			2nd Tuesday – early am





			Arbor Lodge


			Christine Duffy


			3rd Thursday





			St. Johns NA


			Thomas Ebert


			2nd Monday





			NW Disctrict NA


			Juliet Hyams


			3rd Monday





			Portsmouth


			Greg Wilhelm


			4th Tuesday





			NPNS Chairs


			Tom Griffin-Valade


			1st Monday





			NWNW


			Mark Sieber


			2nd Weds – even months





			Central Eastside Industrial Council


			Juliana Lukasik


			3rd Thursday





			Eric’s neighborhood and others upriver


			


			





			OMSI


			


			





			Open houses


			


			





			Focus or work groups
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "FLYNT Jennifer"
Cc: Holsman, Marianne
Subject: EPA Media Inquiries
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 11:05:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png


image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png


Hi Jennifer – EPA has received inquiries from Rob Davis at the Oregonian and Cassandra Profita from
 OPB that pertain to the rulemaking and/or permitting aspects of the Clean Air Act and the Bullseye
 Glass issue.  We are working on draft responses and would like to coordinate with you.  Both are on
 deadlines. Thanks, Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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https://plus.google.com/+EPAgov/posts










































From: Smith, Judy
To: Modie Jonathan N; cmiles@pps.net; FLYNT Jennifer; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI;


 DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us; Cowie Robb; Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov; WICKSTROM Susan D;
 "ysands@fs.fed.us"


Subject: EPA Review RE: URGENT JIC REVIEW: Materials for Wednesday Release
Date: Monday, March 07, 2016 3:56:00 PM
Attachments: Language to Accompany Soil Screening Value Table_To JIC 3 4 2016_jrs.docx


Hi Jonathan –
 
Here are EPA’s technical comments for Dave Farrar on the materials you shared earlier today. Thank
 you for the opportunity to review.  Judy
 
Harry Craig, Marc Stifelman, and Julie Wroble of EPA Region 10 reviewed the Soil Sampling Results,
 Assessment of Health Risks, and Gardening Recommendations documents provided by OHA. We
 had a few clarifying comments. Note that EPA didn’t review the soil sampling plan; therefore, our
 comments are based on reporting of results and data interpretation.
 


1)      EPA suggests that OHA NOT discount As risks with the 10% absorption assumption because
 of potential for highly bioavailable arsenic trioxide. 10% is a very low, nonconservative,
 assumption of As absorption. EPA generally assumes 60% (based on an upper percentile of
 measured bioavailability).  Arsenic bioavailability varies with the form of arsenic.  Bullseye
 used arsenic trioxide which is has an oral absorption of 100% relative to an IV dose.  See
 http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12451429


2)      Some of the OHA documents refer to the “Average” and the 90% UCI as the same.  This is
 incorrect.  I would suggest they use the terms “Mean” or the” 90% UCI on the Mean”
 consistently in their documents.


3)      I would suggest they use more graphics such as Bar Charts in the OHA documents to explain
 risks.  Good graphics go a long ways toward explaining risks to the public in a clear and
 concise manner.


4)      Only 4 samples stood out to me in this full data set, and those were 4 arsenic samples at the
 CCLC Day Care, which are slightly elevated above background, which are highlighted in
 yellow in the attached spreadsheet.  I think it would be useful to see where these samples
 were taken in relation to each other, I don’t have a map of the sampling locations.


5)      OHA’s health screening for the daycare sampled assumed 5 days per week for 5 years.
 However, if a child lives in the area near the daycare, they could have similar exposures on
 days they aren’t at the daycare and for longer. This could be an uncertainty in the analysis
 that could bias conclusions and should possibly be addressed.


6)      Define the basis for the DEQ residential screening value:
·        Chronic exposure for 30 years
·        Hazard Quotient of 1
·        Incremental Cancer Risk of 1 in a million
·        Add number of samples to table
·        In the explanation, you say “consume” 200 mg of soil per day. As this is incidental


 ingestion, you may want to state that more clearly.
 


For additional information, contact: Julie Wroble, Toxicologist, USEPA Region 10, 1200 6th Ave.,
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Language to Accompany Soil Screening Value Table


The first step in the process of evaluating Hhealth risks were evaluated by comparing related to data for contaminants in soil is to compare the data against different accepted screening levels. We calculated the average* for 3 distinct areas (the day care, Powell City Park, and Fred Meyer parking lot) to compare against the screening values. For metals if where most of the results were too low to be measured, an average couldn’t be calculated. In these cases we used the maximum level found. Data was evaluated for three areas: the day care, Powell City Park, and the Fred Meyer parking lot.


We used Tthree types of screening levels were used for each contaminant.  


· The first type of screening level is DEQ’s estimate of the background concentration for the Portland Basin. This comparison provides context for  what we would expect to find in soil anywhere in the Portland area. For more information: DEQ has a fact sheet (http://www.deq.state.or.us/lq/pubs/docs/cu/FSbackgroundmetals.pdf) that describes how these numbers were determined and shows how “Portland Basin” is defined. The comparison of measured values against background puts them into the context of what we would expect to find in soil anywhere in the Portland area. 


· The second type of screening value we used is DEQ’s Residential Screening Level. These screening numbers establish DEQ’s Residential Screening Levels establish soil cleanup levels based on proposed reuse for contaminated sites. Residential reuse requires the most stringent cleanup as it assumes children and families will live on the property. For more information: about RBC’s** 


Environmental Media Evaluation Guides [EMEGs] and Reference Dose Media Evaluation Guides [RMEGs] from the The third type of screening levels that we used is developed by the federal Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR), which is a part of the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). These screening levels (Environmental Media Evaluation Guides [EMEGs] and Reference Dose Media Evaluation Guides [RMEGs]) are calculated in a way that is very similar to DEQ’s Residential Screening Levels as described on ATSDR’s website (section 3 of Appendix F of ATSDR’s Public Health Assessment Guidance Manual). ATSDR’s screening levels are different from EPA and DEQs screening levels because they are not calculated for purposes of establishing levels for cleaning up soil contamination; rather they are calculated to assess human health risks.  For more information:  ATSDR’s website (section 3 of Appendix F of ATSDR’s Public Health Assessment Guidance Manual 


· 


We presented t


The toxicity-based screening values from both DEQ and ATSDR were added to give added perspective for both cancer and non-cancer risks. When the screening level numbers vary widely, it is because the level of a substance that causes a non-cancer health effect may be much lower than the amount that would pose a cancer risk.  and context for the range of values available from independent government agencies. DEQ’s values often use 1 in a million cancer risk for those metals that have a link to cancer, while the ATSDR values we used are all based on health effects other than cancer. Generally, when an RBC is much lower than an ATSDR screening value, it is because the dose associated with 1 in a million cancer risk is many times (often hundreds of times) lower than the dose that can cause other health effects. 


The screening levels established by bBoth DEQ and ATSDR assume that a Residential Screening Levels and ATSDR Screening Levels include very health protective assumptions.  DEQ Residential Screening Levels assume that a 15 kilogram (33 pound) child will consume 200 milligrams of the contaminated soil per day for a year or more and that it will all be absorbed into their body. 200 milligrams is about one fifth of the weight of a paper clip. ATSDR EMEGs and RMEGs assume a 10 kilogram (22 pound) child will consume 200 milligrams of contaminated soil per day. Both RBCs and ATSDR screening values assume that 100% of the contaminant in soil consumed will be absorbed by the child’s body. These assumptions are designed to is is a very health protect health, ive assumption, because we know that most of the metals in swallowed soil are absorbed at much lower rates (often as low as 1% or less), especially when soil is mixed with organic matter. 


In summary, Comparing data to screening values is only the first step in a larger process of evaluation. sSubstances found at concentrations below screening values are not expected to harm health for children or adults. Substances found at concentrations above screening levels require further evaluation before making a conclusion on how health could be affected. When doing a screening value comparison, it is important to remember that the purpose is for screening only, and not indicators of harm to health. Substances found at concentrations above screening levels will not necessarily cause adverse health effects and should be further evaluated.








* statistical modification (90th percentile upper confidence limit around the mean) of the average measured concentration


[bookmark: _GoBack]** made by using the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) toxicity threshold doses (called reference doses or RfDs) or the dose associated with 1 in 1 million cancer risk (also established by EPA). The EPA defines their RfD as “An estimate (with uncertainty spanning perhaps an order of magnitude) of a daily oral exposure of a chemical to the human population (including sensitive subpopulations) that is likely to be without risk of deleterious non-cancer effects during a lifetime.”More information about the risk screening assumptions and calculations used by DEQ can be found at (http://www3.epa.gov/ttn/atw/hlthef/hapglossaryrev.html). Because these toxicity threshold doses are in the units of milligrams of contaminant per kilogram body weight per day, DEQ has to make some assumptions about body weight and the amount of contaminated soil a person would swallow per day in order to calculate the concentration in soil that would not lead to overexposure. DEQ follows EPA’s assumptions and calculation methods (http://www.epa.gov/risk/regional-screening-levels-rsls-users-guide-november-2015).






 OEA-140, Seattle, WA 98101, 206-553-1079, wroble.julie@epa.gov
 
I also did a super quick and dirty review of the language to accompany the soil screening tables.  I
 think the main points and conclusions were lost in the dense text.  However, I may have accidently
 deleted an important nuance or two as I was redlining.  Hopefully it’s helpful anyway. 
 
Judy
 


From: Modie Jonathan N [mailto:jonathan.n.modie@state.or.us] 
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 10:25 AM
To: cmiles@pps.net; FLYNT Jennifer <jennifer.flynt@state.or.us>; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI
 <julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us>; DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us
 <marcia.danab@state.or.us>; Cowie Robb <robb.cowie@state.or.us>;
 Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov; Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; WICKSTROM Susan D
 <susan.d.wickstrom@state.or.us>; 'ysands@fs.fed.us' <ysands@fs.fed.us>
Subject: URGENT JIC REVIEW: Materials for Wednesday Release
 
Hi everyone. Attached are documents that Dave Farrer would like you and your respective technical
 staffs to review (probably won’t apply much to you, Sara and Christine). Please let me know by COB
 today if there are any changes. A lot, I know. Apologies for the volume. Thanks.
 
Jonathan
 


From: Farrer David G 
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 9:01 AM
To: Modie Jonathan N <JONATHAN.N.MODIE@dhsoha.state.or.us>
Cc: SIFUENTES Julie <Julie.SIFUENTES@dhsoha.state.or.us>
Subject: Materials for Wednesday Release
 
Jonathan,
 
These things were coming in to you piece meal over the course of Friday, and I thought it might be
 easier for you to have them all in one email. This is ready to go through the JIC and to leadership
 (Lillian, Governor's office, EPA, etc.).
 
I'm hoping that JIC representatives can run this stuff by their own technical folks as part of the
 review process and that feedback can be funneled back through the JIC. Here is a summary of the
 attachments and level of review from technical folks we are looking for:
 


·        “Language to Accompany Soil Screening Value Table” “Table of Screening Values for soil”,
 “OHA Assessment of Health Risk from Exposure to Soils Around Bullseye Glass”, and Tables
 for Bullseye Soil web” need a good technical review by folks in the interagency group as well
 as readability review by communications folks.


·        “OHA Gardening Technical Memo”, “OHA Interpretating Yard and Garden Soil Testing
 Results”, and “Gardeningfactsheet supplement ALLEDTS” – are mainly an FYI for technical
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 folks, but the focus should be the communications review on these.
 
The “OHA Gardening Technical Memo” is intended as a technical memo, so there is no need for it to
 be at a certain grade level, but we do want to post it on our website for people who are interested
 in the details. The “Gardeningfactsheet supplement” is the more general public facing message on
 gardening, for which the technical memo is the scientific basis.
 
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: "Hottman, Sara"; "FLYNT Jennifer"; JONATHAN.N.MODIE@dhsoha.state.or.us;


 ROBB.COWIE@dhsoha.state.or.us; DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us; Marcia.DANAB@state.or.us;
 Jennifer.FLYNT@state.or.us; julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us; Susan.D.WICKSTROM@dhsoha.state.or.us


Subject: FW: Letters to OR Delegation (PDX Air Toxics)
Date: Monday, February 22, 2016 9:08:00 AM
Attachments: Response to Sen. Wyden.pdf


Here is a copy of the letter that was sent to the three members of the federal delegation.  This is the
 one addressed to Senator Wyden.   Please let me know if you have any questions. Judy
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "Rob Davis"
Subject: FW: Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016 issue of The Oregonian
Date: Friday, February 26, 2016 10:05:00 AM


Good morning Rob – The article in this morning’s Oregonian has a sentence stating: “An EPA official
 responded in a letter a year later that no, the company was not exempt from monitoring and
 reporting requirements.”  Can you let me know who the official was and when the letter was
 dated?  Thanks, Judy
 


From: sender@olivesoftware.com [mailto:sender@olivesoftware.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 26, 2016 9:39 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Cc: Poland, Melody <Poland.Melody@epa.gov>
Subject: Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016 issue of The
 Oregonian
 
Please see Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016
 issue of The Oregonian
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "FLYNT Jennifer"
Cc: DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us
Subject: FW: EPA Desk Statement: SE Portland Metals Contamination 2/9
Date: Tuesday, February 09, 2016 12:42:00 PM


FYI – This is what we are using to respond to inquiries to EPA.  Sending encouragement your way for
 tonight’s big public meeting.  Judy
 


 
Desk Statement: SE Portland Metals Contamination
 
The Oregon Department of Environmental Quality found a significant “hot spot” of
 cadmium and arsenic during air sampling in Portland, Oregon near SE 22nd Ave. and
 Powell Blvd.  DEQ is collecting additional air samples in the affected area, and is
 working collaboratively with county, state and federal health agencies (Oregon Health
 Authority, Multnomah County Health Department, and the Agency for Toxic
 Substances and Disease Registry) to assess and mitigate impacts to public health. EPA
 is keeping fully informed about this developing situation and is ready to support and
 assist ODEQ as needed.  EPA and ATSDR are evaluating these findings in relation to
 EPA health standards.
 
Additional information, including a link to air sampling data and a map of the affected
 area, can be found at:  http://www.deq.state.or.us/nwr/metalsemissions.htm. DEQ's
 initial findings are that the monthly average is 49 times greater than the state air
 toxics benchmark for cadmium and 159 times the state air toxics benchmark for
 arsenic.
 
Questions and Answers
 
How is EPA involved?
EPA Region 10 was briefed on the situation by ODEQ one-week prior to the February 3,
 2016 press release.  We remain ready to support DEQ, OHA, MCHD and ATSDR in
 assessing, monitoring or communicating about the situation as needed.
 
If so, what is our role?
EPA Region 10 is looking at our records to identify other potential sources in the
 affected area.  We are also comparing federal regional screening levels (RSL) with the
 ODEQ state health benchmarks in relation to the amount of contamination found in
 the study.  In addition to EPA, the ATSDR is working with DEQ, OHA and Multnomah
 County Heath to communicate the potential impact on the community from the
 monitored levels of contamination.
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Are we determining or confirming the air pollution and/or the source?
ODEQ is keeping EPA informed of their actions to monitor the situation and exposure
 levels.  As of Friday, February 5, they were proceeding with additional particulate
 monitoring at nearby schools and day care centers.
 
Why isn't this source regulated by EPA?
When EPA adopted the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for
 glass manufacturing facilities in 2007, art glass facilities were not known to be a
 source of significant emissions.  EPA is evaluating what next steps may be appropriate
 based on the recent discovery of cadmium and arsenic pollution in Portland, Oregon.
 
Do we know any more about the USFS role or study mentioned in the news media?
EPA is reviewing this study, which was a collaborative study between US Forest Service
 and DEQ to better understand the sources and distribution of toxic metals, including
 arsenic and cadmium, air pollution in Portland. 


 
  
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us
Subject: FW: FYI - EPA proposed Message Map for tonight. This Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016 12:27:00 PM
Attachments: MM EPATubman (draft from DEQ).docx
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Importance: High


Hi Julie – Here are my somewhat information dense bullets on the Harriett Tubman and Marcia’s
 message map that I corrected and ran up the chain for an accuracy check.  I hope this helps fill the
 info gap.  Judy
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 11:30 AM
To: Narvaez, Madonna <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>; Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>;
 Holsman, Marianne <holsman.marianne@epa.gov>
Subject: FYI - EPA proposed Message Map for tonight. This Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
Importance: High
 
This just popped into my inbox as I was preparing to send our bullet statements out.  I made the
 suggestions and corrections in red, but wanted to check it out with you to see if you thought it told
 the complete story.  Marcia Danab was preparing it for use by Sara Armitage tonight. – Judy
 


From: Narvaez, Madonna 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 10:26 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>
Cc: Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
Importance: High
 
 
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 9:38 AM
To: Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>; Narvaez, Madonna
 <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>
Cc: Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
Importance: High
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			Message Map


Subject: Air toxics monitoring at Harriet Tubman School


Audience: community


Last date revised: 2/18/16


[bookmark: _GoBack] 





			Key Message 1


			Key Message 2


			Key Message 3





			Beginning in 2009, EPA completed two separate air toxics monitoring projects at Harriet Tubman School in North Portland as part of a nationwide school monitoring study. 


			EPA concluded that manganese, nickel, benzene 1,3-butadiene and acetaldehyde measured at Tubman school were well below levels of significant concern for both short term and long term exposures.  EPA recommended additional monitoring for cadmium in order to better understand elevated levels observed and to characterize potential exposure to the community.


			Since cadmium findings were about two to three times above Oregon’s more protective benchmarks for cadmium, DEQ is doing additional monitoring and ongoing identification of businesses and other sources that emit cadmium.








			The first study occurred Aug. 23 to Nov. 3, 2009.





			


			DEQ focused research and analysis on cadmium in Portland - June 2012 through September 2013 and concluded that there were likely multiple sources of cadmium, and recommended additional monitoring to identify specific sources.





			DEQ, with support and equipment from EPA, conducted additional monitoring from May 28 to July 18, 2011 for air toxics, including cadmium, at Harriet Tubman School.


			


			DEQ and U.S. Forest Service collaborated to test new air pollution detection methods for urban settings – February 2013 to present.





			Further air monitoring has not been done at HarrietTubman School.


			


			





			


			





			


























































































Hi Madonna – I took a stab at condensing the one-pager into more concise bullets for the
 public affairs folks.  They would like to have this information by early afternoon to prepare
 for the meeting tonight.  I think we would send along your one-pager with these bullets in
 case they needed additional information.  Can you take a quick look and see if I captured the
 essence?  I also highlighted questions at the bottom. Thanks, Judy
 


·       Harriett Tubman School was selected to be part of a national initiative by
 Administrator Lisa Jackson to assess outdoor air toxics near schools.  Schools were
 sampled in 22 states and 2 tribal areas.


o   This school was selected for monitoring in consultation with ODEQ because it
 was near an urban industrial area as well as interstate and state highways.  The
 EPA’s 2002 NATA analysis indicated potential concern about elevated levels
 of manganese and nickel from nearby industrial sources and acetaldehyde,
 acrolein, benzene, and 1, 3-butadiene from mobile sources.


o   More information at: http://www3.epa.gov/air/sat/HarrietTub.html
 


·       Monitoring started at this school on August 23, 2009 and ended on November 3, 2009.
o   During this period, 13 PM10 metal samples, 13 carbonyl samples, and 12 VOC


 samples of airborne particles were collected and analyzed for the key
 pollutants and other air toxics at this school.


o   The samples were analyzed for manganese, nickel, acetaldehyde, benzene, and
 1, 3- butadiene (the key pollutants at this school) and for a standardized set of
 additional PM10 metals, carbonyls, and VOCs that are routinely included in the
 analytical methods for the key pollutants.


 
·       The intent of the dataset developed from this 2-3 month monitoring initiative was to


 help identify priorities for longer-term monitoring projects to improve air quality. 
 


·       Summary of Key Findings
o   Measured levels of manganese and nickel were well below levels of concern for


 long term exposures.
o   Measured levels of benzene, 1, 3-butadiene, and acetaldehyde levels were lower


 than expected from modeling information available prior to monitoring.
 


·       Next Steps for Key Pollutants
o   EPA recommended additional monitoring for cadmium to better understand the


 elevated levels observed in this study, identify the source(s) and further
 characterize any potential exposure to the community.


o   ODEQ was expected to continue to oversee industrial facilities in the area
 through air permits and other programs. ODEQ has developed state-specific
 ambient benchmark concentrations, which are used with either monitoring or
 modeling studies, for these key pollutants. They may be found at
 http://www.deq.state.or.us/aq/toxics/benchmark.htm. The ODEQ will also
 continue to implement reductions in mobile sources through implementation of
 national programs and its own programs.


 
·       In 2011, additional monitoring was conducted by DEQ with equipment and support


 from EPA to help locate the source of cadmium. EPA wrote the final report. This
 monitoring does not indicate long term concern for cadmium at the school.  Based on
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 recent events, R10 or ODEQ is considering monitoring at location closer to source.
o   Monitoring:


§  PM10  - May 28, 2011 through July 18, 201 (47 samples)
§  Evaluation of wind roses – plotted highest days for initial and additional


 monitoring
o   Long term non-cancer comparison level for cadmium is 10 ng/m3
o   Long term cancer comparison level for cadmium is 56 ng/m3
o   95% Confidence level for first SAT sampling 12.7 ng/m3 (13 samples Aug-Nov


 2009)
o   95% CI for additional SAT sampling 1.8 ng/m3 (47 samples )
o   Combined data 95% CI is 3.98 ng/m3
o   Comparison with Portland NATTS (National Air Toxics Trends Sites) –


 cadmium levels appear to track each other
 
 


 
 
 


From: Holsman, Marianne 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 8:53 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; Narvaez, Madonna <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>
Cc: Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
 
See if this works…
 
Marianne
 
Follow us!
 


    
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 8:51 AM
To: Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>; Narvaez, Madonna
 <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>
Cc: Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
 
Instead of the technical report, for the meeting tonight, the JIC/PIO group requested just short bullet
 statements/talking points from for our Harriett Tubman work that answer these questions:
 
Why did we sample at Harriett Tubman?
When did we sample?
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What did we find?
When and why did we stop?
 
Can someone do these off the top of their head or should I draft some from summary information
 on the website?
 
Thanks, Judy
 


From: Narvaez, Madonna 
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 4:40 PM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; Cc: Modie Jonathan N <jonathan.n.modie@state.or.us>;
 FLYNT Jennifer <FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us>; Holsman, Marianne
 <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>; Kaetzel, Rhonda <Kaetzel.Rhonda@epa.gov>; Holsman, Marianne
 <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
 
The link doesn’t get you to the reports. I have attached them.
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 4:10 PM
To: julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us
Cc: Modie Jonathan N <jonathan.n.modie@state.or.us>; FLYNT Jennifer
 <FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us>; Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>; Narvaez,
 Madonna <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>; Kaetzel, Rhonda <Kaetzel.Rhonda@epa.gov>; Holsman,
 Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>
Subject: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
 
Hi Julie –
 
Here is a link to information and results of the EPA sampling conducted a few years ago at Harriett
 Tubman.  I think it should provide what you are looking for: 
 http://www3.epa.gov/air/sat/HarrietTub.html
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Nice to hear your voice again!
 
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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From: Smith, Judy
To: DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us
Subject: FW: FYI - EPA proposed Message Map for tonight. This Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016 12:34:00 PM
Attachments: MM EPATubman (draft from DEQ).docx
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Importance: High


Here was my input on the message map you shared earlier.  Thanks!  I also included the somewhat
 data intensive bullets that I was working from this morning.
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 12:28 PM
To: julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us
Subject: FW: FYI - EPA proposed Message Map for tonight. This Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
Importance: High
 
Hi Julie – Here are my somewhat information dense bullets on the Harriett Tubman and Marcia’s
 message map that I corrected and ran up the chain for an accuracy check.  I hope this helps fill the
 info gap.  Judy
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 11:30 AM
To: Narvaez, Madonna <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>; Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>;
 Holsman, Marianne <holsman.marianne@epa.gov>
Subject: FYI - EPA proposed Message Map for tonight. This Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
Importance: High
 
This just popped into my inbox as I was preparing to send our bullet statements out.  I made the
 suggestions and corrections in red, but wanted to check it out with you to see if you thought it told
 the complete story.  Marcia Danab was preparing it for use by Sara Armitage tonight. – Judy
 


From: Narvaez, Madonna 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 10:26 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>
Cc: Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
Importance: High
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Audience: community
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			Key Message 1


			Key Message 2


			Key Message 3





			Beginning in 2009, EPA completed two separate air toxics monitoring projects at Harriet Tubman School in North Portland as part of a nationwide school monitoring study. 


			EPA concluded that manganese, nickel, benzene 1,3-butadiene and acetaldehyde measured at Tubman school were well below levels of significant concern for both short term and long term exposures.  EPA recommended additional monitoring for cadmium in order to better understand elevated levels observed and to characterize potential exposure to the community.


			Since cadmium findings were about two to three times above Oregon’s more protective benchmarks for cadmium, DEQ is doing additional monitoring and ongoing identification of businesses and other sources that emit cadmium.








			The first study occurred Aug. 23 to Nov. 3, 2009.





			


			DEQ focused research and analysis on cadmium in Portland - June 2012 through September 2013 and concluded that there were likely multiple sources of cadmium, and recommended additional monitoring to identify specific sources.





			DEQ, with support and equipment from EPA, conducted additional monitoring from May 28 to July 18, 2011 for air toxics, including cadmium, at Harriet Tubman School.


			


			DEQ and U.S. Forest Service collaborated to test new air pollution detection methods for urban settings – February 2013 to present.





			Further air monitoring has not been done at HarrietTubman School.


			


			





			


			





			


























































































 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 9:38 AM
To: Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>; Narvaez, Madonna
 <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>
Cc: Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
Importance: High
 
Hi Madonna – I took a stab at condensing the one-pager into more concise bullets for the
 public affairs folks.  They would like to have this information by early afternoon to prepare
 for the meeting tonight.  I think we would send along your one-pager with these bullets in
 case they needed additional information.  Can you take a quick look and see if I captured the
 essence?  I also highlighted questions at the bottom. Thanks, Judy
 


·       Harriett Tubman School was selected to be part of a national initiative by
 Administrator Lisa Jackson to assess outdoor air toxics near schools.  Schools were
 sampled in 22 states and 2 tribal areas.


o   This school was selected for monitoring in consultation with ODEQ because it
 was near an urban industrial area as well as interstate and state highways.  The
 EPA’s 2002 NATA analysis indicated potential concern about elevated levels
 of manganese and nickel from nearby industrial sources and acetaldehyde,
 acrolein, benzene, and 1, 3-butadiene from mobile sources.


o   More information at: http://www3.epa.gov/air/sat/HarrietTub.html
 


·       Monitoring started at this school on August 23, 2009 and ended on November 3, 2009.
o   During this period, 13 PM10 metal samples, 13 carbonyl samples, and 12 VOC


 samples of airborne particles were collected and analyzed for the key
 pollutants and other air toxics at this school.


o   The samples were analyzed for manganese, nickel, acetaldehyde, benzene, and
 1, 3- butadiene (the key pollutants at this school) and for a standardized set of
 additional PM10 metals, carbonyls, and VOCs that are routinely included in the
 analytical methods for the key pollutants.


 
·       The intent of the dataset developed from this 2-3 month monitoring initiative was to


 help identify priorities for longer-term monitoring projects to improve air quality. 
 


·       Summary of Key Findings
o   Measured levels of manganese and nickel were well below levels of concern for


 long term exposures.
o   Measured levels of benzene, 1, 3-butadiene, and acetaldehyde levels were lower


 than expected from modeling information available prior to monitoring.
 


·       Next Steps for Key Pollutants
o   EPA recommended additional monitoring for cadmium to better understand the


 elevated levels observed in this study, identify the source(s) and further
 characterize any potential exposure to the community.


o   ODEQ was expected to continue to oversee industrial facilities in the area
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 through air permits and other programs. ODEQ has developed state-specific
 ambient benchmark concentrations, which are used with either monitoring or
 modeling studies, for these key pollutants. They may be found at
 http://www.deq.state.or.us/aq/toxics/benchmark.htm. The ODEQ will also
 continue to implement reductions in mobile sources through implementation of
 national programs and its own programs.


 
·       In 2011, additional monitoring was conducted by DEQ with equipment and support


 from EPA to help locate the source of cadmium. EPA wrote the final report. This
 monitoring does not indicate long term concern for cadmium at the school.  Based on
 recent events, R10 or ODEQ is considering monitoring at location closer to source.


o   Monitoring:
§  PM10  - May 28, 2011 through July 18, 201 (47 samples)
§  Evaluation of wind roses – plotted highest days for initial and additional


 monitoring
o   Long term non-cancer comparison level for cadmium is 10 ng/m3
o   Long term cancer comparison level for cadmium is 56 ng/m3
o   95% Confidence level for first SAT sampling 12.7 ng/m3 (13 samples Aug-Nov


 2009)
o   95% CI for additional SAT sampling 1.8 ng/m3 (47 samples )
o   Combined data 95% CI is 3.98 ng/m3
o   Comparison with Portland NATTS (National Air Toxics Trends Sites) –


 cadmium levels appear to track each other
 
 


 
 
 


From: Holsman, Marianne 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 8:53 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; Narvaez, Madonna <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>
Cc: Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
 
See if this works…
 
Marianne
 
Follow us!
 


    
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 8:51 AM
To: Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>; Narvaez, Madonna
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 <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>
Cc: Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
 
Instead of the technical report, for the meeting tonight, the JIC/PIO group requested just short bullet
 statements/talking points from for our Harriett Tubman work that answer these questions:
 
Why did we sample at Harriett Tubman?
When did we sample?
What did we find?
When and why did we stop?
 
Can someone do these off the top of their head or should I draft some from summary information
 on the website?
 
Thanks, Judy
 


From: Narvaez, Madonna 
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 4:40 PM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; Cc: Modie Jonathan N <jonathan.n.modie@state.or.us>;
 FLYNT Jennifer <FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us>; Holsman, Marianne
 <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>; Kaetzel, Rhonda <Kaetzel.Rhonda@epa.gov>; Holsman, Marianne
 <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
 
The link doesn’t get you to the reports. I have attached them.
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 4:10 PM
To: julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us
Cc: Modie Jonathan N <jonathan.n.modie@state.or.us>; FLYNT Jennifer
 <FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us>; Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>; Narvaez,
 Madonna <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>; Kaetzel, Rhonda <Kaetzel.Rhonda@epa.gov>; Holsman,
 Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>
Subject: Harriett Tubman EPA sampling
 
Hi Julie –
 
Here is a link to information and results of the EPA sampling conducted a few years ago at Harriett
 Tubman.  I think it should provide what you are looking for: 
 http://www3.epa.gov/air/sat/HarrietTub.html
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Nice to hear your voice again!
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Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "RDavis@oregonian.com"
Subject: FW: MEDIA INQUIRY (deadline Thursday!): The Oregonian re Portland air tox metals and ODEQ Title V air


 permits
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 11:10:00 AM
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Hi Rob – I wanted to let you know that I’m working on getting the response to your inquiry and will
 have something to you shortly.  Judy
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 


From: Rob Davis [mailto:RDavis@oregonian.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 3:33 PM
To: Skadowski, Suzanne <Skadowski.Suzanne@epa.gov>
Subject: from the oregonian: title V
 
Suzanne,
 
Thanks for the time just now. As I mentioned, I’m looking at Oregon DEQ’s administration of the Title V
 permit program. From an initial review of mine, it appears that 46% of Oregon’s Title V permits are expired.
 Some appear to have been expired since 2000; the bulk lapsed between 2011-2015.
 
Given EPA’s delegation of this authority to Oregon, I want to know:


Is EPA concerned with Oregon’s funding, monitoring, permitting and review of major air pollution
 sources?
Is it normal for a state to be so far behind in its permit reviews? 
Has EPA audited Oregon’s Clean Air Act administration since these reports circa 2007 and FY10?
 (Linked here: http://www.epa.gov/compliance/oregon-state-review-framework). If so, can you
 provide them?


Thanks for a prompt followup. My deadline is this time tomorrow (2/11).
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All best,
Rob
 
 
ROB DAVIS
Reporter
The Oregonian
503.294.7657
@robwdavis








From: Smith, Judy
To: "uri@swcleanair.org"
Subject: FW: MEDIA INQUIRY: Air quality questions - Vancouver Columbian
Date: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 12:05:00 PM
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Hi Uri –


I wanted to give you a heads up that we are going to provide a reporter from the Vancouver
 Columbian your contact information.  The air toxics situation in Portland has spurred his interest in
 what is going on across the river in Vancouver.   I’m including the e-mail chain with the reporters
 inquiry at the bottom to provide background.  Please let me know if you need any further information
 from us.


Thanks,


Judy


~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~


Judy Smith, Public Affairs Specialist
U.S. EPA Oregon Operations Office
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 


From: Bray, Dave 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 11:51 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; Hastings, Janis <Hastings.Janis@epa.gov>; Downey, Scott
 <Downey.Scott@epa.gov>; McClintock, Katie <McClintock.Katie@epa.gov>; Koprowski, Paul
 <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>; Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: MEDIA INQUIRY: Air quality questions - Vancouver Columbian


Hi Judy,


Rather than the Washington DOE, the reporter really needs to talk to the Southwest Clean Air
 Agency.  SWCAA implements and enforces most of the Ecology rules in the Vancouver area and has
 also adopted some rules similar to Oregon DEQ’s in order to level the playing field within the
 Portland/Vancouver airshed.  For example, SWCAA has adopted an Air Contaminant Discharge Permit
 program nearly identical to ODEQ’s ACDP program which neither WDOE or any of the other
 Washington local authorities have.
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I suggest that he contact:


Uri Papish
Executive Director
uri@swcleanair.org


Phone: 360-574-3058
Toll Free: 1-800- 633-0709


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 11:37 AM
To: Bray, Dave <Bray.Dave@epa.gov>; Hastings, Janis <Hastings.Janis@epa.gov>; Downey, Scott
 <Downey.Scott@epa.gov>; McClintock, Katie <McClintock.Katie@epa.gov>; Koprowski, Paul
 <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>; Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>
Subject: MEDIA INQUIRY: Air quality questions - Vancouver Columbian


 


Hi – Here is a new reporter inquiry from Portland’s next door neighbor to the north.  I highlighted six
 questions in the reporters e-mail. (#1 and #6 aren’t really questions, but I highlighted them anyway.) 
   I think #4 and #5 we could redirect to WA ECY.  Who will be able to help construct answers to the
 other questions.  The reporter didn’t tell me if he was working on a deadline.  I’ll find out when I relay
 the information on which questions he should direct to ECY.  Is there an AQ contact at ECY he should
 ask for, or should I send him to their public affairs office?  Thanks, Judy


From: Dameon Pesanti [mailto:Dameon.Pesanti@columbian.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 11:18 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Subject: Air quality questions


 


Hi Judy,
 
I just got your message, thanks for getting back to me and making some time to connect. My first thought was to
 contact DOE, so thanks for validating my hunches.
 
If I can take you up on your offer, I would like to compare the two states. This article is really going to be an
 answer to the question: "That's happening in Portland, what's going on here in Vancouver?"  I've included a
 couple questions, but, please, just stop me if any are better suited for Ecology. Nonetheless, here it goes:
 
Can you explain to me how the EPA works with the state to monitor and enforce air quality standards within
 Vancouver?
 
I read on wweek.com that the source company of all the pollution is too small to be in violation of any state laws,
 even though they're emitting quite a bit of stuff. The paragraphs I'm looking at are:


“Under its state permit, the company is legally allowed to emit 10 tons of any given air
 pollutant a year, or 25 tons for any combination of two or more toxics spewing from their
 stacks. Those weights, expressed in tons, apply not to the physical raw material involved, but
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 to the amount of aerosol emissions—the weight of the smoke, or smog, or plume.


According to an April 2011 DEQ “Discharge Permit Review Report,” Bullseye used 6,000
 pounds of hazardous raw materials in 2009, which would have made it impossible for its
 emissions to even approach 10 tons. The company’s totally in the clear as far government
 limiting its activities—children across the road notwithstanding.”


So my questions are, how do Washington state's laws compare to limiting emissions compared
 to Oregon?


How does the state monitor small scale polluters compared to big ones?


Who are the main polluters in The Vancouver area?


Is there any thing else I should know or be clear on that I haven't asked about already?


 


Thanks for you time,


Dameon Pesanti


 
Dameon Pesanti
Staff writer at The Columbian
(360) 735-4541
@dameonoemad








From: Smith, Judy
To: "Hottman, Sara"; "FLYNT Jennifer"; JONATHAN.N.MODIE@dhsoha.state.or.us;


 ROBB.COWIE@dhsoha.state.or.us; DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us; Marcia.DANAB@state.or.us;
 Jennifer.FLYNT@state.or.us; julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us; Susan.D.WICKSTROM@dhsoha.state.or.us


Cc: SIFUENTES Julie; Kaetzel, Rhonda
Subject: FW: My Garden - West Eugene blog
Date: Monday, February 22, 2016 9:20:00 AM
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Hi all - Following up on the discussion about a community event around soil sampling, here is a link
 to some information about the My Garden West Eugene event that EPA Region 10 held in 2014.  It
 was a collaborative effort with Beyond Toxics and the Active Bethel Citizens group in Eugene,
 Oregon.  http://blog.epa.gov/ej/2014/11/sampling-the-garden-soil/.  It was modeled after an effort
 called Soil Kitchen that spearheaded by ATSDR and EPA in the Philadelphia area in 2013. 
 
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 
 



mailto:Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov

mailto:FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us

mailto:JONATHAN.N.MODIE@dhsoha.state.or.us

mailto:ROBB.COWIE@dhsoha.state.or.us

mailto:DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us

mailto:Marcia.DANAB@state.or.us

mailto:Jennifer.FLYNT@state.or.us

mailto:julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us

mailto:Susan.D.WICKSTROM@dhsoha.state.or.us

mailto:julie.sifuentes@state.or.us

mailto:Kaetzel.Rhonda@epa.gov

http://blog.epa.gov/ej/2014/11/sampling-the-garden-soil/

https://www.facebook.com/eparegion10

https://twitter.com/epanorthwest

https://www.youtube.com/user/USEPAgov

https://www.flickr.com/people/usepagov/

https://instagram.com/epagov

https://plus.google.com/+EPAgov/posts










































From: Smith, Judy
To: "ddanforbes@aol.com"
Subject: FW: Query on Glass Manufacturing Air Rules
Date: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 9:22:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Importance: High


Apologies if you are receiving this more than once. I left the first “d” off of your e-mail and it keeps
 bouncing back.  Judy


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 9:18 AM
To: 'danforbes@aol.com' <danforbes@aol.com>
Subject: Query on Glass Manufacturing Air Rules
Importance: High
 
Hi Daniel –
 
I’m writing in response to the query you sent to Dennis McLerran last night.   I’d like to line up
 someone on staff in the air program at headquarters to talk with you, but it would be helpful if you
 can provide us with more specific questions so that we can direct you to the right person.  Can you
 provide me with a list of questions to send up the chain?
 
Many thanks,
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA Public Affairs Specialist
Oregon Operations Office
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
From: ddanforbes@aol.com<mailto:ddanforbes@aol.com> [mailto:ddanforbes@aol.com]
> Sent: Monday, February 22, 2016 2:31 PM
> To: McLerran, Dennis <mclerran.dennis@epa.gov<mailto:mclerran.dennis@epa.gov>>
> Subject: Portland Mercury reporter requests brief interview to clarify interpretation of 40 CFR 63,
 National Emission Standards for ... Glass Manufacturers
>
> Good Afrtenoon Administrator McLerran:
>
>   Daniel Forbes here. I've had some stories on air toxics in The Portland Mercury of late that may
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 have surfaced on your radar.
>
>   My deadline looming, I'm currently embarked on an examination of 40 CFR Part 63, "National
 Emission Standards for HAPs for Area Sources: ... Glass Manufacturing... Final Rule 12/26/07."
>
>   I understand you briefed Sens. Wyden and Merkley and Rep. Blumenauer prior to their press
 conference on 2/18/16.
>
>   Please call at your earliest convenience to plumb the depths, however briefly, of 40 CFR Part 63.
>
> Thanks,
>
> Daniel Forbes
> The Portland Mercury
> 503-477-8888
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: MODIE JONATHAN N
Subject: FW: [News] Portland Harbor Superfund Information Sessions
Date: Friday, March 04, 2016 9:58:00 AM
Attachments: ATT00001.txt


Hi Jonathan – I think this is an example of what you were talking about on the call today regarding spreading out the
 focus.  We are doing a large number of information sessions.  Some of them are hosted by EPA, but others are
 hosted by the Portland Harbor Community Advisory Group, the Audubon Society, the city of Portland, the League of
 Womens Voters or neighborhood associations.  Judy
 
 
From: News [mailto:news-bounces@portlandharborcag.info] On Behalf Of Jim Robison via News
Sent: Friday, January 15, 2016 12:02 AM
To: news@portlandharborcag.info
Subject: [News] Portland Harbor Superfund Information Sessions
 


Get Ready, Engaged & Informed about Portland Harbor


US EPA Holds Information Sessions for Community Members


 


Get Ready: The Lower Willamette River is a valuable natural resource. However, Portland Harbor, a section of
 the River between the Broadway Bridge and Sauvie Island, has contaminants which are harmful to people, fish
 and wildlife. EPA is taking action to make it a cleaner, healthier place to live, work and play. A Proposed Plan
 that will be released this spring will outline EPA’s recommended path for achieving those goals!


Get Engaged: It’s not yet time for the plan or public comment. But it is time to engage with EPA to learn more,
 ask questions and hear information about Portland Harbor before the plan is released.


Get Informed: Come to one of the upcoming Community Information sessions offered by EPA to learn more
 about Portland Harbor Superfund Site and the options we are considering for cleaning up the river. The
 Sessions will include:


· Portland Harbor background, health risks and why EPA is taking action
· Information about cleanup options
· Next steps for public participation/comment during the Proposed Plan release


DATE LOCATION


Thursday, February 4
Open House: 11:30-12 noon


Information & Discussion Session: 12noon-1:30 pm


Portland City Building Auditorium
1120 SW 5th Ave, Portland


Portland Building, 2nd Floor Auditorium


Thursday, February 11
Open House: 6:30-7pm


Information & Discussion Session: 7pm- 8:30pm


Matt Dishman Community Center
77 NE Knott St, Portland


Thursday, February 18
Open House: 6-6:30 pm


Information & Discussion Session: 6:30-8 pm


Woodrow Wilson High School Cafeteria
1151 SW Vermont St, Portland, OR


Thursday, March 3
Webinar – Live online information session


More information to follow
Visit EPA website


Saturday, March 19
Open House: 12:30-1pm


Information & Discussion Session: 1-2:30pm


Matt Dishman Community Center
77 NE Knott St, Portland


Wednesday, March 17 SE Portland, Location and time TBD


Saturday, March 26 Central Portland, Location and time TBD
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_______________________________________________

News mailing list

News@portlandharborcag.info

http://portlandharborcag.info/mailman/listinfo/news_portlandharborcag.info








To learn more or receive updated notifications, visit: http://go.usa.gov/3Wf2B or contact Alanna Conley at 503-326-6831.
In addition, you are invited to attend the following forums which are free and open to the public:
 


· Tuesday, Jan 26     7 pm, Portland Harbor CAG Forum, St. Johns Community Center
· Monday, Feb 8       7 pm, Audubon Society, 5151 NW Cornell Rd, Portland
· Tuesday, Feb 9       7 pm, League of Women Voters, Multnomah County Building, 501 SE Hawthorne Blvd.
· Tuesday, Feb 23     7 pm, Portland Harbor CAG Forum, Linnton Community Center, 10614 NW St. Helens Rd
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "gdonovan@fs.fed.us"
Subject: Fred Meyer Daycare Soils
Date: Monday, February 22, 2016 7:49:00 AM
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Hi – It was nice meeting you at the meeting with the congressional delegation last week.  During
 your presentation, I noted a remark about soil cadmium levels being high enough to warrant soil
 removal at the Fred Meyer day care site.  This hadn’t been brought to the attention of either the
 state or federal removal programs, so I wanted to see who we might follow up with on this.  Thanks,
 Judy
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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From: Smith, Judy
To: SIFUENTES Julie
Subject: Fw: EJ Screen Mapping Tool
Date: Wednesday, March 02, 2016 5:12:48 PM


Hi Julie - One non-urgent follow-up request. During yesterday's CI call, someone from your
 agency mentioned that they didn't find EPA's EJ mapping tool helpful and they were using
 locally sourced information instead.   At some point in the future, I'd like to provide some
 feedback for our EJ unit so that they might be able to improve the tool.  Thanks, Judy


From: Smith, Judy
Sent: Friday, February 26, 2016 3:20 PM
To: Modie Jonathan N; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI
Cc: FLYNT Jennifer; DANAB Marcia; Matt HOFFMAN; Cowie Robb;
 Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov; WICKSTROM Susan D
Subject: EJ Screen Mapping Tool
 
http://www.epa.gov/ejscreen


 
Here is the website and tool that I mentioned this morning that may be useful in identifying
 environmental justice concerns.  Judy


EJSCREEN: Environmental
 Justice Screening and
 Mapping Tool ...
www.epa.gov


EJSCREEN is an environmental justice
 screening and mapping tool that provides
 EPA and the public with a nationally consistent
 approach to characterizing potential ...
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From: Smith, Judy
To: SIFUENTES Julie
Subject: Fw: EPA Community Involvement Plan examples and EPA"s community involvement toolkit
Date: Wednesday, March 02, 2016 5:09:01 PM
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Hi Julie - Here are the examples and background I sent to Jonathan a few days ago.  Hope it's
 helpful.  Thanks, Judy


From: Smith, Judy
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 5:43 PM
To: Modie Jonathan N; WICKSTROM Susan D; Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov;
 DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us; Cowie Robb; FLYNT Jennifer; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI
Subject: EPA Community Involvement Plan examples and EPA's community involvement toolkit
 
Here are a couple examples of Community Involvement Plans from our region:
Coeur d’Alene Basin - https://www3.epa.gov/region10/pdf/sites/bunker_hill/cda_cip_plan_2014.pdf
Formosa Mine -
 http://yosemite.epa.gov/R10/CLEANUP.NSF/sites/Formosa/$FILE/formosa_mine_ci_plan.pdf
Bristol Bay – attached
Portland Harbor outreach log – attached
 
Here is the guidance on creating a CIP:  https://semspub.epa.gov/work/11/174739.pdf
 
Here is a link to EPA’s community involvement toolkit. http://www.epa.gov/superfund/community-
involvement-tools-and-resources#howto   I’m extremely bummed (a bureaucratic term) that they
 just changed the format from a fully tabbed publication to 110 separate documents that all start
 with the word guidance.  Eeek!  The tabs inside the documents are useless.  The newly limited
 functionality aside, it’s a good cookbook for CI activities such as community interviews, community
 involvement plans and communication strategies. 
 
Hope this is somewhat helpful,
Judy
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, Public Affairs Specialist
EPA Region 10 Oregon Operations Office
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT PLAN 



BRISTOL BAY WATERSHED ASSESSMENT 
REVIEW DRAFT May 9, 2011 



 
 
 



Community Involvement Plan 
 
This is EPA’s draft plan for engaging community members and stakeholders in the Bristol 
Bay watershed assessment.   This plan is based on information gathered from local 
residents, stakeholders and other interested parties. This plan will be updated as needed 
and we welcome your ideas for improving our outreach and engagement efforts.   
 
EPA pledges to conduct all work on the Bristol Bay watershed assessment in an open and 
transparent manner.  Good science must consider a full range of perspectives about the 
unique Bristol Bay environment and how unprotected parts of the watershed might be 
impacted by large scale development. 
 
In addition to the community engagement activities identified in this plan, in March 2011, 
EPA invited 31 Bristol Bay tribal governments to enter formal consultation with EPA.  We 
recognize that there will be overlap in tribal and community outreach, because many of the 
communities in Bristol Bay are mostly tribal members.   
 
Also In this Plan: 
 



• For More Information 
• Community Involvement Goals 
• What we have heard so far  
• How We Will Keep You Informed  
• Action Plan for 2011-2012   
• About the Site     



• Appendices 
A - Summary of February 2011 
meetings  
B - E-Mail Input received by EPA 
C – Community Interview Questions 
 



 
Community Involvement Goals   
 



• Provide opportunities for public participation and comment that will effectively incorporate 
community concerns into the watershed assessment. 



• Provide useful and timely information about progress on the watershed assessment. 
• Establish open communication and respond to questions and concerns as they arise. 
• Evaluate how well community involvement activities work and make changes as needed. 



 
For More Information:   
 



Website:   www.epa.gov/region10/bristolbay 
E-mail:  r10bristolbay@epa.gov 
Community Involvement Coordinator:  Judy Smith 503-326-6994 
Tribal Liaison: Tami Fordham 907-271-1484 
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About the Bristol Bay, Alaska, Watershed Assessment  
 
EPA is conducting a scientific analysis of the Bristol Bay watershed in southwest Alaska 
to help us understand how future large-scale development may affect water quality and 
the salmon fishery. The information we gather will help guide our future actions to protect 
the watersheds, ensure the sustainability of that fishery and promote sustainable 
development. 



EPA's efforts will focus primarily on two areas -- the Nushagak and Kvichak watersheds -
- that are not currently protected as parks or wildlife refuges. Our process will include 
scientific peer review, tribal consultation, federal and state agency participation, as well 
as public and industry input.  



Bristol Bay Demographics  
 



The area within the scope of EPA’s watershed assessment includes all or part of the 
Bristol Bay Borough, the Lake and Peninsula Borough and the Dillingham Census 
Area.  This section explains some of the population statistics according to Census 
2000 data.   
 
The Bristol Bay Borough has 1,258 people living in 490 households.  The population 
density is about 1.4 people per square mile.  About 44% of the residents are of Native 
heritage.   
 
The Dillingham Census Area has 4,922 people in 1,529 households.  The population 
density is 0.235 people per square mile.  About 70% of the residents are of Native 
heritage.  
 
The Lake and Peninsula Borough has a population of 1,823 in 588 households.  The 
population density is 0.05 people per square mile.  About 74% of the residents are of 
Native heritage. 
 
There are about three dozen towns or villages in these areas.  All are located adjacent 
to a water body.  The largest town is Dillingham with a population of 2,800. There are 
also smaller villages that are seasonally occupied. In most of the communities between 
2 and 20% of the population speak Yup’ik as their primary language at home.  There 
are five communities in the study area where between 25% and 75% of the residents 
speak Yup’ik at home.   



 
 











What We Heard So Far 
 
Each person we talked with cares deeply about the land, waters and fisheries of Bristol 
Bay.  Passionate opinions about appropriate future use range from keeping the area in a 
pristine condition to pursuing large scale development in the area in an environmentally 
sensitive manner.  Ensuring a livelihood and preserving a way of life is extremely 
important to both supporters and opponents of large scale development in the region.   
 
Here is a sample of some of the things we heard from Bristol Bay communities:  



“Mining development must be of a scale and size that the environment can support..” 
 



“Fish and wildlife are clearly the priority.  Mining cannot be allowed to harm fish and wildlife 
resources.” 



 
“EPA also need to consider global warming, fault lines, and the negative impacts Pebble has 
already caused.” 



 
“Villages that are not on the coast do not have the benefit of the commercial fishery.  We 
were lucky enough to have a gold mine in our back yard but now people are trying to take 
that away from us.”   



 
“Economics should be a big part of the EPA assessment”. 



 
“EPA must be objective and the process must be open and transparent.  We must treat every 
person and every viewpoint equally and fairly.” 



 
“Stick to science and keep the political and emotional bias out of your assessment.” 



 
Here is what we heard about how you want to be informed and involved:   
 



Most people EPA talked to said they would use a website to get information about EPA’s 
work and they would also like to get information by e-mail.  Tribal members also 
suggested using the EPA grant project officers who they talk to on a regular basis.   
 
We were asked to avoid holding meetings during prime subsistence seasons including 
June, July and late August through early September.  Good times are August before the 
20th and September after the first week. 
 
EPA should consider holding meetings in Dillingham, Illiamna, a village along the 
Nushagak River.  Some people did not think that either King Salmon, or Anchorage 
meetings were needed.   
 
Some people encouraged EPA to consider summaries written in Yupik, but others felt it 
wasn’t needed, because most people also read English. 



 
Appendix D contains a summary of meetings held in February, March and April 2011. In 
addition, EPA received and acknowledged approximately 12,000 form letter e-mails 
during this timeframe.   











How We Will Keep You Informed 
 
EPA will use a variety of tools to keep you informed and involved on this project   



Web Site: EPA and Alaska DEQ will share information and draft documents on 
the internet at: www.epa.gov/region10/bristolbay. 



 
E-mail updates: EPA has established a listserv for the purpose of providing e-mail 
updates to everyone who wants to stay informed about the ongoing work.  You 
can subscribe to this list by going to the website listed above and following the 
subscription link.   Or you can contact Judy Smith at smith.judy@epa.gov and ask 
to be added to the list.   
 
Fact Sheets



 



: EPA will summarize information about the watershed assessment in 
fact sheets that will be available on the EPA Bristol Bay website. 



Meetings:



 



 Public meetings will be held at two times during the preparation of the 
watershed assessment.  The first meetings will be held when the draft watershed 
assessment is available.  The second set of meetings will be to share the final 
draft (after community, agency and scientific peer review comments have been 
incorporated) and provide EPA’s findings.   EPA plans to hold each meeting in 
Anchorage and two or three communities, such as Dillingham and Iliamna, so that 
more people have the opportunity to attend.  We will also endeavor to schedule 
these meetings to minimize conflicts with seasonal fishing and subsistence 
schedules.   



Mailings



 



:   An initial fact sheet will be mailed to all households in the study area to 
make sure that those who are most affected have access to the information and 
know how to reach EPA with their comments and questions. Other fact sheets 
and post cards may be mailed to those who request it. 



Opportunity to comment on the draft document:  



 



The draft watershed assessment 
for Bristol Bay will be open to public scrutiny. The draft document will be posted 
on the EPA Bristol Bay website.  Documents will also available by mail upon 
request from EPA.  A public comment period will be advertised and communities 
will be notified by e-mail when the document becomes available.  EPA will 
incorporate public concerns into the document and public comments will become 
part of our project file..   



Informal contacts: EPA project team members would like to talk with those who 
have questions, concerns or local knowledge that can help inform the Bristol Bay 
watershed assessment.  Please contact Judy Smith at 503-326-6994 or 
smith.judy@epa.gov if you would like to talk with someone at EPA. 
 
News Releases: Significant project news and milestones will be shared with local 
and regional news outlets.  Articles may also be submitted to science publications 
and trade journals.   .  
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Action Plan 2011 – 2012  
 



Activity Timeframe Progress 
EPA Bristol Bay website February 2011 done 
E-mail listserv February 2011 done 
Project e-mail box February 2011 done 
   
Community Interviews by 
telephone to supplement info 



Spring 2011  



Circulate this CI plan for 
community input 



Late spring 2011  



   
Fact Sheet #1 May 2011  
FAQ about EPA’s work  May 2011  
Web feature story May2011  
   
Fact  Sheet #2 Progress Report 
(or feature story) 



June  2011 for mining session  



Fact Sheet #3 Progress Report 
(or feature story) 



August 2011  



   
Fact Sheet #4 Executive 
Summary about Draft 
Watershed Assessment  



Fall 2011  



Notice mailed to mailing list Fall  2011  
Meeting notices placed in Bristol 
Bay Times and other outlets 



Fall 2011  



Public Comment Opportunity Fall 2011  
Public meetings in Dillingham, 
Iliamna and Anchorage 



  



Summarize public input End of 2011   
   
Final Watershed Assessment 
Available 



Spring 2012  



Fact Sheet or Executive 
Summary about the Final 
Watershed Assessment 



Spring 2012  



Public Meetings 
(locations to be identified) 



Spring 2012  



 
 
  











APPENDIX A – Summary of public meetings held in February 2011 
 
February 7, 2011 – 
 



(add input from session where announcement was made) 



 
February 21, 2011



 



 – Richard Parkin, EPA was invited to participate in a meeting held in Ekwok 
hosted by the Ekwok Tribe.  There were 27 attendees, plus three on the phone.  Participants 
included representatives from the villages of Ekwok, New Stuychock, Aleknagik, Levelock, 
Curyung, Igiugig and Nondalton.  Tribal entities included Nunamta Aulukestoi and the BBNC.  
There were also representatives from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Wilderness Society, 
Trout Unlimited and National Parks Conservation Association 



Meeting attendees shared their concerns about the effect development might have on their 
established way of life. Recommendations to EPA included use local knowledge; find out where 
the core of fresh water comes from for the Kuktoli River and Tallarick Creek because if the 
groundwater is disrupted it will destroy the fish; look at historical performance of mining and the 
historical performance of the State in monitoring and enforcing; ensure that drilling chemicals 
that are being used now for exploration are not contaminating the water; ensure spawning areas 
are protected from drilling muds; and look into dust problems that will result from mining. 



 
 
February 22, 2011



 



- Richard Parkin, EPA was invited to participate in a meeting held in Iliamna.  
The meeting has 34 attendees, representing the villages of Iliamna, Newhalen, Kokhanok and 
Nondalton.  Tribal entities included Nuna Resources, Iliamna Development Corporation and 
Iliamna Natives LTD.  There were also representatives from Alaska Peninsula Corporation, Lake 
and Peninsula Borough, Lake and Peninsula School District, Pebble Limited Partnership and 
Iliamna Air Taxi,  



Meeting attendees were supportive of PLP activities in the area and did not trust EPA or 
encourage our involvement.  Attendees shared concerns that a 404(c) action would restrict their 
current practices and way of life.  For example they wouldn’t be able to use ATVs off the road.  
They wouldn’t be able to build structures such as the building we were in. Some expressed 
disappointment that Lisa Jackson visited Dillingham but not Iliamna, which is further from  the 
affected area.  Because of the way the fish are managed and the Stevens Magnuson Act they 
have lost most of the economic benefits of the fishery.  They are 50 miles away from the coast 
and they don’t get a fish quota like the Nushagak River Tribes.  This is due to the CDQ program. 
They used to have a robust sport fishery there in the lake but it is gone.   
 
  











APPENDIX B - E-Mail Input received by EPA  
  
Between February 3 and March 10, 2011, EPA Region 10 received 11,330* e-mails 
regarding Bristol Bay and the Pebble Mine.   Of these, 9,350 were received in a one-
week period between 2/8/2011 and 2/15/2011, with 3,368 arriving on 2/8 and 2,951 
arriving on 2/14. 
 
Approximately 11,225 of the e-mails received by EPA were one of three similar form 
letters.  These letters stated opposition to development of the Pebble Mine and 
supported EPA action.  Of the remaining 75, 32 had a different subject line, but 
contained identical content to one of the form letters.  Another 37 e-mails used some 
form letter language, but also had unique content authored by the sender.  Finally, EPA 
received three e-mails with unique content that opposed the Pebble Mine and three e-
mails that stated support for development of the Pebble Mine.  
 
Three different form letters were used in the e-mail campaign to EPA that used the 
following subject lines: 



Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine (9900 e-mails) 
Stewardship and Justice for Bristol Bay (775 e-mails) 
Sportsman’s Request: Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine (550 e-mails) 
 



EPA sent the following e-mail acknowledgement to each e-mail sender in early March 
and is now sending the following e-mail acknowledgement to each e-mail sender:   



 
Thank you for sending the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) your thoughts about the future of 
the Bristol Bay watershed in Alaska.  I want to acknowledge that we received your input, even though we 
are not able to respond individually because of the large volume of e-mails we are receiving on this topic.  



During 2011, EPA is completing a scientific analysis of the Bristol Bay watershed to better understand how 
future large-scale development may affect water quality and the salmon fishery.  The information we gather 
will help guide our future actions to protect the waters and promote sustainable development.   EPA’s efforts 
will focus primarily on two areas --  the Nushagak and Kvichak watersheds -- that are not currently 
protected as parks or wildlife refuges.  Our process will include scientific peer review, tribal consultation, 
federal and state agency participation, as well as public and industry input.    



To receive EPA e-mail updates about the progress of Bristol Bay watershed assessment and learn about 
upcoming public involvement opportunities, please follow this link to subscribe to the EPA Bristol Bay 
listserv .   



As it becomes available, information will be posted on the EPA Bristol Bay website 



Sincerely,  



Richard Parkin, Associate Director 
 Office of Ecosystems, Tribal and Public Affairs, EPA Region 10 
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Text of form letters: 
 
Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine (or Please Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine) 
 



Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay Alaska. I am writing today 
to encourage you to use your authority under the Clean Water Act to take a hard look at how this 
proposed mine will impact our nation’s biggest wild salmon fishery, the commercial fishermen and 
Alaska Natives who depend on it, and the local businesses who make their living off of this wild 
landscape in Southwestern Alaska.  
 
If built, Pebble mine will produce between 2 and 10 billion tons of toxic waste that will have to be 
treated for hundreds of years. This waste will threaten Bristol Bay, an area widely recognized as 
one of the last remaining strongholds for healthy salmon populations in North America and the 
world. The region provides pristine spawning grounds for trophy rainbow trout and all five species 
of Pacific salmon, including the largest sockeye salmon runs on Earth, and a variety of other fish 
and wildlife species that depend on the nutrients from salmon, clean water, and undisturbed 
habitat.  
 
I urge you to initiate a Clean Water Act 404(c) process in Bristol Bay immediately. Alaska Natives, 
sportsmen, commercial fishermen, churches, and conservation organizations deserve a public and 
science-based process to determine if the Pebble Partnership’s plans to build the biggest open pit 
mine in North America will harm one of our nation’s greatest fisheries. 



 
Stewardship and Justice for Bristol Bay 
 



As a person of faith, I am called to seek justice for the vulnerable among us and protect God’s 
great creation for future generations.  
 
The proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay, Alaska would threaten the well-being of the Alaskan 
Natives who have lived around the Bay for more than 12,000 years and destroy creation in 
irreparable ways.  Bristol Bay, as home to one of the last great salmon fisheries in the world, is a 
unique and irreplaceable part of God’s Creation.  
 
While the development of the mine would provide short term resources and jobs, future 
generations of Alaskan Natives could not continue their cultural way of life in this area.  
 
We urge you to oppose Pebble Mine and do whatever you can to ensure protection for Bristol Bay 
and its communities. Taking preemptive action would provide a clear signal to the company that 
this mine has no place in Bristol Bay.  



 
Sportsman’s Request: Please Protect Bristol Bay from the Pebble Mine 
 



Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay Alaska. I am writing today 
to encourage you to use your authority under the Clean Water Act to protect our nation’s biggest 
wild salmon fishery. 
  
The Pebble Mine will produce between 2 and 10 billion tons of toxic waste that will affect the land 
for centuries. This waste will threaten Bristol Bay and the fishermen, local businesses and Alaska 
Natives who depend on this wild landscape for their livelihoods. 
 
The region provides pristine spawning grounds for trophy rainbow trout and all five species of 
Pacific salmon. The area is home to the largest sockeye salmon runs on Earth, and a variety of 
fish and wildlife species depend on the nutrients from Bristol Bay's salmon, clean water and 
undisturbed habitat. 
  
I urge you to initiate a Clean Water Act 404(c) process in Bristol Bay immediately. Alaska Natives, 











sportsmen, commercial fishermen, churches and conservation organizations deserve a public and 
science-based process to determine if the Pebble Partnership’s plans to build the biggest open pit 
mine in North America will harm one of our nation’s greatest fisheries. 



 
Text of the three messages supporting the Pebble Mine or against EPA involvement: 
 
Bristol Bay and the Pebble Mine 
 



Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay Alaska. Unlike the vast 
majority of persons sending you pre-drafted emails that merely echo the causes of those whose 
livelyhood depends on stirring up causes, I have been there and have seen what could transpire 
with my own eyes. I am writing today to say that your actions to date have been so 
counterproductive to our environment and our country. It is a beauracratic boondogle of the 
highest proportion that you are now foisting on the People of Alaska. They do not want you. Your 
only goal is to protect your own beauracratic rear end and your public trough pension by appearing 
to be of some use. Nothing could be further from the real truth. Let the jobs be created and the 
people prosper using the resources that we have in a responsible way, in spite of your misguided 
and self indulgent attempts to justify your employment at real taxpayer expense. Bristol Bay will be 
just fine. Environmental Destruction is not good business and will be avoid completely dispite your 
worthless selves trying to be meaningful, but missing all the points. Your whole governmental 
department is a collossal waste of human flesh and invalid excuse for justifying your existence. 



 
Support for the Pebble Mine 
 



Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Bristol Bay Alaska. I am writing today 
to encourage you to use your authority help permit and start operations at the Pebble Mine.  
 
If built, Pebble mine will provide jobs and economic growth and stability to the region. Modern 
mining has adopted methods and practices that make it safer and more efficient. This operation 
should be permitted.  
 
I urge you to help the interests of the Pebble Mine. Many Alaska Natives, sportsmen, commercial 
fishermen, churches, and local organizations favor the science-based process currently used to 
determine that the Pebble Partnership’s open pit mine in North America is safe and plans to use 
the best practices available to ensure safe operation and prevent environmental harm. 
 



Pro Pebble and Pro Fishing 
 
Thank you for your attention to the proposed Pebble Mine in Alaska. I am writing today to 
encourage you to use your authority to allow Pebble Mine to continue to invest in Alaska's natural 
resources and Alaska's future. There truly is room in Alaska for both mining and fishing. 
 
I urge you to follow the legal process. We, all Alaskan's, Alaska Natives, sportsmen, commercial 
fishermen, miners, investors, churches, and organizations deserve a public and science-based 
process as the Pebble Partnership has provided, year after year. Their continued investment in 
Alaska shows a commitment few partnerships have shown in the past. 
 
To the continued success of Alaska's future, in both mining and fishing. 
 
 



 
 
 











 APPENDIX  C –  Community Interview Questions 
    Information that will help us keep you involved 
 
What is your current source of your information about Bristol Bay?   
 
What information do you need to find out from EPA about the watershed assessment? 
 
What are your biggest issues, concerns and/or fears about protection or development of the 
Bristol Bay watershed?  Are there additional issues, concerns or fears you have heard voiced by 
others in your community? 
 
What is most important for EPA to know about Bristol Bay or the affected communities that will  
help EPA make a decision about whether to use our 404C authority under the Clean Water Act? 
 
What (local) activists, organizations or community or groups are concerned about the site?   Are 
there local civic or service clubs that could help share EPA information? Would it be helpful to 
post information at a community location such as a store or library? 
 
How do you typically get information about important issues? 
 
Would you use an EPA website about Bristol Bay to get information?  Are there other ways we 
should share information that would be more useful to you?   
 
Should EPA provide Yup’ik translation services in order for community members to participate in 
a meeting?  Do you have recommendations and/or contact information for trusted translators? 
Does spoken or written information need to be translated?   
 
If EPA needs public input during fishing or hunting season, what can we do to ensure that 
everyone has an opportunity to be involved? What are the minimum time frames for meaningful 
review and comment periods?  
 
Who else in the community should we be talking with?  (Such as Village Corporations, City 
Councils, other groups? 
 
Do you think EPA a credible, trustworthy source of information? 
 
Are there newspapers, or TV and radio stations that you use for information? (Contacts?) 
 
What locations should EPA hold meetings? Dillingham, Iliamna, King Salmon? Others?  
 
Are there major fishing or subsistence seasons that EPA should try to avoid for public comment 
processes?   
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Portland Harbor Community Outreach 



FY 2010 October 1, 2009 – September 30, 2010



			Date


			Organization


			Contact


			What


			Notes





			2009-11-10


			Friends of Cathedral Park NA


			Barbara Quinn


			Spoken Update


			Judy, Barbara, Robin





			2009-11-11


			Portland Harbor CAG


			Jim Robison


			Support PPT presentation on RI by LWG


			Judy, Chip





			2009-11-17


			Overlook NA


			Matthew Scoggin


			Spoken Update 


			Judy 





			2009-12-09


			Portland Harbor CAG


			Jim Robison


			


			Judy, Chip





			2010-01-05


			Tualitin Valley Cable TV – Water Spot Program


			David Delk


			TV talk show


			Judy, Jim A (DEQ), Robin P (CAG)





			2010-01-06


			Linnton NA


			Brian Hoop


			Presentation on Linnton related issues


			Kristine, Judy





			2010-01-13


			Portland Harbor CAG


			Jim Robison


			Update and discussion


			Chip, Judy





			2010-02-01


			Community members 


			Jan Secunda and Darise Weller


			Coffee and conversation on issues


			Judy





			2010-02-09


			Meet with new OCEH staff 


			Mariane Gest


			Coffee, background and next steps conversation


			Judy





			2010-02-10


			Portland Harbor CAG


			Jim Robison


			TAG advisor presentation on RI


			Judy, Chip





			2010-02-18


			Senator Merkley update


			Johnell Bell


			Briefing on PH RI and other EPA issues


			Judy, Tony





			2010-03-11


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			


			





			2010-03-16


			River in Focus Brownbag 


			Rick Bastach


			Luncheon panel forum


			Judy, Chip Eric





			2010-04-14


			Friends of Cathedral Park Earth Day Event


			Anisha Scanlon


			Outdoor presentation then litter cleanup


			Judy





			2010-04-27


			Childrens Clean Water Festival


			Patty Morgan


			Six sessions of Diving into the Willamette


			Sean, Judy





			2010-04-29


			Linnton and NW Portland Discussion Group


			Karen Bishop, EHAP


			Meeting of PH and Air Toxics groups to discuss common concerns


			Judy





			2010-05-03


			Portland Community College ECR-150 Class


			Kevin Lien


			Portland Habor and EPA PPT Presentation


			Judy





			2010-05-08


			PDX Accupuncture Project Needle Raising


			Adam Kuby


			Presentation and discussion on Portland Harbor


			Judy





			2010-05-12


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			


			Judy, Chip





			2010-05-20


			Community Members


			Jan Secunda and Darise Weller


			Coffee and issue discussion


			Judy





			2010-06-02


			Portland State University Leadership Forum


			Rachel Wray


			Jet Boat tour and meeting


			Eric, Judy





			2010-06-03


			Community Members


			Jan Secunda and Darise Weller


			Coffee and Issue Discussion


			Judy, Richard Franklin and Kol Peterson





			2010-06-09


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			Support LWG FS part 1 PPT


			Judy, Chip





			2010-06-16


			Linnton issues forum followup 


			Karen Bishop


			ATSDR health assessment information and discussion


			Judy





			2010-06-17


			DEQ Zidell cleanup open house


			


			Checked out their meeting format – an open house for about five localized issues


			Judy





			2010-06-22


			PH CAG steering committee


			Jim Robison


			August boat tour planning


			Judy





			2010-07-14


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			Support LWG FS part 2 PPT


			Judy, Chip





			2010-07-27


			Allocation Group Meeting


			Lori Cora


			Facilitate meeting


			Judy, and RPMs





			2010-08-11


			PH CAG Jet boat tour of Portland Harbor


			Barbara Smith


			CAG members view site 


			Chip, Eric, Judy





			2010-08-21


			Riverfest Community Fair


			Rick Bastach


			Staffed booth at community festival


			Judy, Stephanie Kercheval





			2010-09-08


			PH CAG


			Jim Robison


			Attended presentation on Earthquake hazard and provided context


			Judy, Chip





			2010-09-28


			UO PDX – Architecture class


			Jean 


			Presented PH and Superfund info to class – Portland Shipyard interest


			Judy





			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			





			


			


			


			


			








Additional Outreach Opportunities to be scheduled in FY 2011


			Organizations


			Contact


			Notes





			Oregon Bass and Panfish Club


			Bill Egan


			Next meeting 10/28









			Audubon Society


			


			http://audubonportland.org/about/our-staff





			Waterfront Organizations of Oregon


			


			





			Environmental Justice Action Group


			


			Jeri Sundvall 503/283-6397





			City Club


			


			





			Swan Island Business Association


			


			





			University Park NA


			Fletcher Trippe


			4th Monday





			NINA


			Pamela Ake


			2nd Tuesday – early am





			Arbor Lodge


			Christine Duffy


			3rd Thursday





			St. Johns NA


			Thomas Ebert


			2nd Monday





			NW Disctrict NA


			Juliet Hyams


			3rd Monday





			Portsmouth


			Greg Wilhelm


			4th Tuesday





			NPNS Chairs


			Tom Griffin-Valade


			1st Monday





			NWNW


			Mark Sieber


			2nd Weds – even months





			Central Eastside Industrial Council


			Juliana Lukasik


			3rd Thursday





			Eric’s neighborhood and others upriver


			


			





			OMSI


			


			





			Open houses


			


			





			Focus or work groups
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From: Smith, Judy
To: cprofita@opb.org
Subject: Fw: From Oregon Public Broadcasting
Date: Wednesday, March 02, 2016 4:53:11 PM
Attachments: Memo from Janet McCabe on Art Glass Manf. emissions feb25.pdf


Hi Cassandra -


EPA continues to work closely with Oregon officials to gather and assess information about
 two art glass manufacturing facilities in Portland. This includes working to understand the
 emissions and what risks they pose to the public, if any. As a precaution, the agency has asked
 its 10 regional offices to gather information on similar art glass manufacturing plants across
 the country. Our current information indicates that there are fewer than 20 other similar
 facilities nationwide  that manufacture art glass and that may use raw materials in their
 processes. This information will inform the agency's actions to ensure compliance with
 existing regulations, determine whether any updates to the rule are needed, and ensure
 these plants operate in an environmentally safe manner.


The memo sent from headquarters to the 10 regional offices is attached.


Thanks for your interest in this issue,


Judy


Subject: FW: From Oregon Public Broadcasting
 
Here is Cassandra’s Request. 
 
From: Cassandra Profita [mailto:cprofita@opb.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 2:14 PM
To: McClintock, Katie <McClintock.Katie@epa.gov>
Subject: From Oregon Public Broadcasting
 
Hi Katie,
 
Thank you for considering my questions. I'd really appreciate your help.


1. After your inspection of Bullseye Glass in Portland, did you find the Part 63 SSSSSS rule should apply
 to Bullseye? Are its furnaces operating continuously or not? Did you find Bullseye has been wrongly
 exempted from some Clean Air Act regulations for glassmakers? 


2. How confident are you that Bullseye is in compliance with CFR 61 subpart N? What indications do



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=0EE19F414AED418DA7EA753C0A1D7B85-SMITH, JUDY

mailto:cprofita@opb.org

mailto:cprofita@opb.org

mailto:McClintock.Katie@epa.gov































 you have that the company might not be in compliance?
3. Have you inspected Uroboros Glass in Portland? 
4. Have you inspected Spectrum Glass Woodinville? 
5. If so, what did you find in those inspections with regard to how they handle metals and how much


 hazardous air pollution they are emitting? Are both companies in compliance with air quality rules?
 Do you agree that Uroboros doesn’t need any permit from Oregon DEQ and/or EPA? Is Spectrum
 following all the Clean Air Act rules that apply to its facility? Did you find pollution controls at
 Spectrum Glass that you didn’t find at Bullseye Glass and Uroboros in Portland? 


Let me know how you’d like to proceed.
 
-- 
Cassandra Profita
Environment Reporter
Oregon Public Broadcasting
(503)293-1936
Website: earthfix.opb.org
Twitter: @cprofita_opb
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: rdavis@oregonian.com
Cc: Skadowski, Suzanne
Subject: Fwd: Portland Metals Emissions - EPA
Date: Friday, February 12, 2016 3:17:13 PM


Hi Rob - We won't have anything specific about the letter by your deadline. Hopefully this
 recent prepared statement can partially answer your questions about EPAs role.  


Sorry about the funky formatting from my phone.


Judy


Sent from my iPhone


February 12, 2016
 


The Oregon Department of Environmental Quality found a significant
 “hot spot” of cadmium and arsenic during air sampling in Portland,
 Oregon near SE 22nd Ave. and Powell Blvd.  DEQ is collecting
 additional air and soil samples in the affected area, and is working
 collaboratively with county, state and federal health agencies
 (Oregon Health Authority, Multnomah County Health
 Department, and the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease
 Registry) to assess and mitigate impacts to public health. EPA is
 keeping fully informed about this developing situation and is ready
 to support and assist ODEQ as needed.  EPA and ATSDR are
 evaluating these findings in relation to EPA health standards.
 
Additional information, including a link to air sampling data and a
 map of the affected area, can be found at: 
 http://www.deq.state.or.us/nwr/metalsemissions.htm. DEQ's initial
 findings are that the monthly average is 49 times greater than the
 state air toxics benchmark for cadmium and 159 times the state air
 toxics benchmark for arsenic.
 
Questions and Answers


 
How is EPA involved and what is our role?
 
EPA Region 10 was briefed by DEQ one-week prior to their February
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 3, 2016 press release.  DEQ is the lead agency for implementing the
 Clean Air Act in Oregon and we are supporting their efforts. 
 
EPA Region 10 jointly inspected Bullseye Glass and Uroboros Glass
 facilities with DEQ on February 10, to better understand the
 processes being used and the pollution controls currently in place. 
 This information will help us determine if further action is
 appropriate under EPA authority.
 
We are reviewing records to identify other potential sources in the
 affected area.  Federal regional screening levels (RSL) are being
 compared with the DEQ state health benchmarks in relation to the
 amount of contamination found in the study to better understand
 the health impact.  EPA continues to support the DEQ, OHA, MCHD
 and ATSDR efforts to assess, monitor and communicate information
 as it becomes available. 


 
Are we determining or confirming the air pollution and/or the source?
 
ODEQ is keeping EPA informed of their actions to monitor the
 situation and exposure levels.  DEQ conducted air monitoring at
 nearby schools and day care centers. DEQ is conducting additional
 air and soil sampling is getting underway.   EPA is providing DEQ with
 additional high volume air sampling equipment and filters to support
 this effort.
 


 
What federal air regulations apply to glass manufacturing facilities?
 
EPA has three national standards that potentially apply to glass
 manufacturing plants. Whether a standard applies can depend on a
 number of factors, such as startup date, type of furnace, and the
 amount of glass produced.


A National Emissions Standards for Inorganic Arsenic Emissions
 from Glass Manufacturing Plants (issued in 1986), which set
 emissions limits of 2.7 tons per year for arsenic, or 85 percent
 control for existing glass-melting furnaces; for new or modified
 glass melting furnaces, the limit is 0.44 tons or 85 percent
 control.


Standards of Performance for Glass Manufacturing Plants







 (issued in 1980), which set performance standards to limit
 emissions particulate matter (PM). Limiting particulate matter
 also limits emissions of lead and other toxic metals.


 A 2007 National Emissions Standard Hazardous Air Pollutants
 for Glass Manufacturing Area Sources, which sets emissions
 limits for plants that emit less than 10 tons a year of a single
 air toxic, or less than 25 tons a year of a combination of
 toxics. Manufacturers subject to the 2007 standards must
 meet either a PM limit of 0.2 pounds of PM per ton of glass
 produced, or a limit of 0.02 pounds of metal air toxics per ton
 of glass produced.


 
What type of pollution controls should glass manufacturers use?
 
Because glass melts at a very high temperature, a glass facility would
 need to use multiple steps to control their metal emissions –
 including changing the pollutants from a vapor to a particle using
 cooling or specialized sorbents and then removing the particles using
 a control device such as an electrostatic precipitator or a baghouse.
 
Design of controls for these facilities is customized and complex and
 may include multiple types of control equipment based on the types
 of glass the facility is making and the pollutants the processes emit.
 
 
Do we know any more about the USFS role or study mentioned in the
 news media?
 
The study was a collaborative effort between US Forest Service and
 DEQ to better understand the sources and distribution of toxic
 metals, including arsenic and cadmium, air pollution in Portland. 
 EPA has requested a copy of the study as soon as it is published.
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us
Cc: Koprowski, Paul
Subject: Fwd: URGENT FW: For your review: DEQ Fact Sheet re monitoring at Tubman
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016 1:16:49 PM


Hi Marcia - here are a couple corrections. Paul will email you directly if he has any additional
 comments.


I'm in a meeting for the next couple of hours.


Judy


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "Narvaez, Madonna" <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>
Date: February 18, 2016 at 12:58:53 PM PST
To: "Smith, Judy" <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>, "Holsman, Marianne"
 <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>, "Koprowski, Paul"
 <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: URGENT FW: For your review: DEQ Fact Sheet re
 monitoring at Tubman


2 typos: “southest” should be southeast, and my name is spelled Narvaez. My email
 address is spelled correctly.
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 12:52 PM
To: Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>; Narvaez, Madonna
 <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>; Koprowski, Paul <Koprowski.Paul@epa.gov>
Subject: URGENT FW: For your review: DEQ Fact Sheet re monitoring at Tubman
Importance: High
 
FYI – DEQ wants to use this handout tonight.  They want any feedback as soon as
 possible I didn’t see any big problems, but another set of eyes might be good.  Thanks.
 Judy
 


From: DANAB Marcia [mailto:DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us] 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 12:30 PM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Subject: For your review: DEQ Fact Sheet re monitoring at Tubman
Importance: High
 
Hi Judy,
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Updated our 2011 fact sheet with current information. Please send any comments no
 later than 2 p.m. today.
 
Thanks!
Marcia
 
Marcia Danab
Communications
DEQ Northwest Region
503-229-6488
971-255-7518 (cell)
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: andrea.hamberg@multco.us
Subject: IMT community involvement committee
Date: Monday, February 29, 2016 4:06:00 PM
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Hi Andrea – Please add me to the invite list for the community involvement calls for the air
 response.  I didn’t get the opportunity to speak up during the call.  Thanks, Judy
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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From: Smith, Judy
To: flynt.jennifer@deq.state.or.us; DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us
Cc: MODIE JONATHAN N; Koprowski, Paul
Subject: Keely Chalmers KGW looking for information back from DEQ /OHA
Date: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 1:26:25 PM


Keely is on deadline to do a story Her cell is 503-830-4983.  I directed her to the DEQ and OHA
 websites, but she was hoping to talk with someone about:


Does cadmium and arsenic accumulate in soil?
Is this a hazard that people should be concerned about?
If so, how would you test for it and how would you get rid of it?


I told her that my understanding was that DEQ had a soil sampling plan in the works and that
 OHA had tips about safe gardening and other precautionary things to protect yourself from
 contamination.


Thanks,
Judy
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From: Smith, Judy
To: cprofita@opb.org
Subject: PDX air issue inquiry
Date: Tuesday, February 09, 2016 12:09:00 PM
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Hi Cassandra – I just found this unsent message in my outbox.  My apologies for not
 responding in a timely fashion. 
 
Can you let me know what your deadline is?  I hear that you will be coming to our EPA office
 today, so perhaps we can touch base while you are here. 
 
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 
From: Cassandra Profita [mailto:cprofita@opb.org] 
Sent: Friday, February 05, 2016 11:51 AM
To: MacIntyre, Mark <Macintyre.Mark@epa.gov>
Subject: PDX air issue


Hey Mark,


Do you have anyone working on the heavy metals issue in Southeast Portland? Seems like
 there is a question about whether federal air pollution standards failed at this glass making
 facility or if something else went wrong. Oregon DEQ is swamped with worried residents, but
 I'd like to know more about whether we have a bigger problem with the mechanisms colored
 glass makers are using to control their emissions of heavy metals. Seems like something the
 EPA would know about..


Let me know. Thanks!
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Cassandra








From: Smith, Judy
To: "Modie Jonathan N"; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI; FLYNT Jennifer; WICKSTROM Susan D; Cowie Robb;


 DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us; Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov
Cc: DANAB Marcia
Subject: Please add me to any JIC mailing lists and distributions
Date: Friday, February 19, 2016 11:01:00 AM


Hi All – I’m not receiving any messages for or by the JIC.  Can you please add me as
 appropriate? Thanks!  Judy


~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~


Judy Smith, EPA Public Affairs Specialist


Oregon Operations Office


503-326-6994 desk


503-545-2540 cell


~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~


        


-----Original Appointment-----
From: Modie Jonathan N [mailto:JONATHAN.N.MODIE@dhsoha.state.or.us]
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 7:51 AM
To: Modie Jonathan N; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI; FLYNT Jennifer; WICKSTROM Susan D;
 Cowie Robb; DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us; Smith, Judy;
 Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov
Cc: DANAB Marcia
Subject: JIC-SE Portland Metals
When: Friday, February 19, 2016 8:30 AM-9:30 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada).
Where: Conference Line 1-888-251-2909, participant 539618#


MEETING INVITATION UPDATED WITH SARA HOTTMAN AND JUDY
 SMITH AS PARTICIPANTS.


 


Daily JIC Huddle
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SE Portland Metals Emissions   


Planning and Response


 


Call Details


Weekdays at 8:30-9:30am
Number: 1-888-251-2909
Host (OHA): 730676#
Participant: 539618#
In person: TBD (likely PSOB, AOC, 4th floor)


 


Attendees


Name    Title   Organization   
Jonathan Modie  Lead PIO        OHA    
Julie Sullivan-Springhetti      PIO     MCHD   
Jennifer Flynt  PIO     DEQ    
Marcia Danab    PIO     DEQ    
Susan Wickstrom*        PIO     OHA    
Robb Cowie*     Comms director  OHA    
*= As available


 


Agenda


Check in
OHA
DEQ
MCHD
Media
Materials
Document tracking
Outreach activities
Planning (upcoming meetings)
Action items
Miscellaneous


 







 








From: Smith, Judy
To: "danforbes@aol.com"
Subject: Query on Glass Manufacturing Air Rules
Date: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 9:18:00 AM
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Importance: High


Hi Daniel –
 
I’m writing in response to the query you sent to Dennis McLerran last night.   I’d like to line up
 someone on staff in the air program at headquarters to talk with you, but it would be helpful if you
 can provide us with more specific questions so that we can direct you to the right person.  Can you
 provide me with a list of questions to send up the chain?
 
Many thanks,
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA Public Affairs Specialist
Oregon Operations Office
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
From: ddanforbes@aol.com<mailto:ddanforbes@aol.com> [mailto:ddanforbes@aol.com]
> Sent: Monday, February 22, 2016 2:31 PM
> To: McLerran, Dennis <mclerran.dennis@epa.gov<mailto:mclerran.dennis@epa.gov>>
> Subject: Portland Mercury reporter requests brief interview to clarify interpretation of 40 CFR 63,
 National Emission Standards for ... Glass Manufacturers
>
> Good Afrtenoon Administrator McLerran:
>
>   Daniel Forbes here. I've had some stories on air toxics in The Portland Mercury of late that may
 have surfaced on your radar.
>
>   My deadline looming, I'm currently embarked on an examination of 40 CFR Part 63, "National
 Emission Standards for HAPs for Area Sources: ... Glass Manufacturing... Final Rule 12/26/07."
>
>   I understand you briefed Sens. Wyden and Merkley and Rep. Blumenauer prior to their press
 conference on 2/18/16.
>
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>   Please call at your earliest convenience to plumb the depths, however briefly, of 40 CFR Part 63.
>
> Thanks,
>
> Daniel Forbes
> The Portland Mercury
> 503-477-8888
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: "Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI"
Subject: RE:
Date: Friday, February 19, 2016 12:25:00 PM


Thank you!  We need to catch up sometime in the future when things settle down.  I want to hear all
 about your coastie! - Judy
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From: Smith, Judy
To: SIFUENTES Julie
Subject: RE:
Date: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 9:12:00 PM


Hi Julie – The way it was pasted, I thought it was an acquaintance of yours J  I mentioned this to
 Katie, so I’m sure she will be checking to see if they know of anyone named Gayle.  I agree that it
 probably doesn’t warrant a response.  I think the issue for all of our agencies is to make sure it’s an
 accurate source of information!.  Judy
 


From: SIFUENTES Julie [mailto:julie.sifuentes@state.or.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 8:12 PM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Cc: Modie Jonathan N <jonathan.n.modie@state.or.us>
Subject: Re:
 
I'm not sure who posted this but I don't feel comfortable commenting on it. Who from EPA
 might know who Gayle from the Office of Research and Development is? It would be great if
 someone from EPA let her know that questions go to region 10.


Sent from my iPhone


On Mar 1, 2016, at 5:13 PM, Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov> wrote:


Hi Julie -


 


There is relatively large group of EPA staff from Region 10 and HQ who are closely
 monitoring the Portland air toxics situation and providing support to the state
 response when requested, included providing air monitoring equipment to DEQ. 
 I think it would be best to make sure that any questions or requests for
 information for EPA go through this established network first.  Our point person
 in Seattle is Katie McClintock mcclintock.katie@epa.gov


 


Thanks,


 


Judy


 


From: SIFUENTES Julie <julie.sifuentes@state.or.us>
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Sent: Tuesday, March 1, 2016 8:57 AM
To: Smith, Judy
Cc: Modie Jonathan N
Subject: FW:
 
Hi – Please see below.  I copied/pasted from the Eastside Portland Air Coalition FB
 page.
 


From: SIFUENTES Julie 
Sent: Monday, February 29, 2016 7:51 PM
To: SIFUENTES Julie <Julie.SIFUENTES@dhsoha.state.or.us>
Subject:
 
Hey all -- I just received the following note from an old friend from high school:


"I saw your note about the air quality issues in Portland.  If you have any
 scientific questions, please don't hesitate to email me at my official email account
 with EPA. I am in Office of Research and Development and I do air quality
 studies around the U.S.  If I don't know the answers, I can help find someone
 who can. Currently in Chicago putting up an air monitoring station at a school!"


Gayle is a great person, and could be an excellent contact for scientific questions.
 I'll be putting together an email of questions to her, and will share her reply. I'd
 love to include other questions from the group. Do you have scientific questions
 you'd like answered from an air monitoring specialist? Let me know in the
 comments!
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "Dameon Pesanti"
Subject: RE: Air quality questions
Date: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 12:36:00 PM
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Hi Dameon – I checked with our air quality unit and they said that most of your questions would be
 best answered by the Southwest Clean Air Agency.  SWCAA implements and enforces most of the
 Ecology rules in the Vancouver area and has also adopted some rules similar to Oregon DEQ’s in
 order to level the playing field within the Portland/Vancouver air shed. The contact information is:


Uri Papish
Executive Director
uri@swcleanair.org


Phone: 360-574-3058
Toll Free: 1-800- 633-0709


Let me know if you have additional questions for EPA after talking with them.


Judy


~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~


Judy Smith, Public Affairs Specialist
EPA Oregon Operations Office
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


       
 


From: Dameon Pesanti [mailto:Dameon.Pesanti@columbian.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 11:18 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Subject: Air quality questions


 


Hi Judy,
 
I just got your message, thanks for getting back to me and making some time to connect. My first thought was to
 contact DOE, so thanks for validating my hunches.
 
If I can take you up on your offer, I would like to compare the two states. This article is really going to be an
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 answer to the question: "That's happening in Portland, what's going on here in Vancouver?"  I've included a
 couple questions, but, please, just stop me if any are better suited for Ecology. Nonetheless, here it goes:
 
Can you explain to me how the EPA works with the state to monitor and enforce air quality standards within
 Vancouver?
 
I read on wweek.com that the source company of all the pollution is too small to be in violation of any state laws,
 even though they're emitting quite a bit of stuff. The paragraphs I'm looking at are:


“Under its state permit, the company is legally allowed to emit 10 tons of any given air
 pollutant a year, or 25 tons for any combination of two or more toxics spewing from their
 stacks. Those weights, expressed in tons, apply not to the physical raw material involved, but
 to the amount of aerosol emissions—the weight of the smoke, or smog, or plume.


According to an April 2011 DEQ “Discharge Permit Review Report,” Bullseye used 6,000
 pounds of hazardous raw materials in 2009, which would have made it impossible for its
 emissions to even approach 10 tons. The company’s totally in the clear as far government
 limiting its activities—children across the road notwithstanding.”


So my questions are, how do Washington state's laws compare to limiting emissions compared
 to Oregon?


How does the state monitor small scale polluters compared to big ones?


Who are the main polluters in The Vancouver area?


Is there any thing else I should know or be clear on that I haven't asked about already?


 


Thanks for you time,


Dameon Pesanti


 
Dameon Pesanti
Staff writer at The Columbian
(360) 735-4541
@dameonoemad








From: Smith, Judy
To: "Rob Davis"
Subject: RE: Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016 issue of The Oregonian
Date: Friday, February 26, 2016 10:11:00 AM


Many thanks! - Judy
 


From: Rob Davis [mailto:RDavis@oregonian.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 26, 2016 10:10 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016 issue of
 The Oregonian
 
Hi Judy,
 
We included the letter in the documents linked in the
 story: https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/2723120-AQ-Permit-26-3135-Bullseye-Glass-Co-
Multnomah.html#document/p160/a280079
 


It’s page 120 of 353.
 
Cheers,
Rob
 
 


From: "Smith, Judy" <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Date: Friday, February 26, 2016 at 10:05 AM
To: Rob Davis <RDavis@oregonian.com>
Subject: FW: Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016
 issue of The Oregonian
 
Good morning Rob – The article in this morning’s Oregonian has a sentence stating: “An EPA official
 responded in a letter a year later that no, the company was not exempt from monitoring and
 reporting requirements.”  Can you let me know who the official was and when the letter was
 dated?  Thanks, Judy
 


From: sender@olivesoftware.com [mailto:sender@olivesoftware.com] 
Sent: Friday, February 26, 2016 9:39 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Cc: Poland, Melody <Poland.Melody@epa.gov>
Subject: Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016 issue of The
 Oregonian
 
Please see Bullseye sought, got EPA exemption on Page A1 of Friday, February 26, 2016
 issue of The Oregonian
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From: Smith, Judy
To: jennifer.vines@multco.us; Modie Jonathan N; julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us
Subject: RE: EPA PIO for Portland metals emissions IMT
Date: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 1:59:00 PM


Are any of you going in person to the 3 pm meeting today?  I may come over if you are, otherwise I’ll
 join by phone.  Judy
 


From: Gebbie Eric N [mailto:eric.n.gebbie@state.or.us] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 10:51 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Cc: jennifer.vines@multco.us; Modie Jonathan N <jonathan.n.modie@state.or.us>; julie.sullivan-
springhetti@multco.us
Subject: EPA PIO for Portland metals emissions IMT
 
Good morning JIC members,
 
This is a quick virtual introduction for Judy Smith, PIO for EPA, to the core members of our Joint
 Information Center – Jonathan Modie for OHA, Julie Sullivan-Springhetti for Multnomah County, and
 Jennifer Flynt for DEQ.  You may all know each other already.
 
Judy just called and reminded me that EPA asked to be integrated back on Friday. Sorry for the
 delay.
 
Judy, I’ve added you to the main Incident Management Team calls at 3 PM, which you should’ve
 gotten.  I’ll let the JIC folks integrate you in their processes.
 
I’ve attached the latest contact list and put the JIC portion below.
 
Thanks,
Eric
 
Eric Gebbie, DrPH, MIA
Planning Section Chief (Interim)
State Medical Reserve Corps Coordinator
Oregon Health Authority/AmeriCorps VISTA Partnership Project Director
Oregon Health Authority, Public Health Division
Health Security, Preparedness and Response Program
800 NE Oregon Street, Suite 465B Portland OR 97232-2162
Web: http://public.health.oregon.gov/Preparedness
Office voice: 971-673-0709
Mobile voice: 503-358-7621
Fax: 971-673-1309
E-mail: eric.n.gebbie@state.or.us
 
 
 


Joint Information      
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 Center Public
 Information
 Officers
OHA Jonathan Modie


 
971-673-


1102
 


jonathan.n.modie@state.or.us
 


OHA Susan Wickstrom 971-673-
0892


susan.d.wickstrom@state.or.us


Mult Co Julie Sullivan-
Springhetti


  julie.sullivan-
springhetti@multco.us


DEQ Jennifer Flynt   FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us
Mayor’s office Sara Hottman 503-823-


6477
sara.hottman@portlandoregon.gov


OSHA Aaron Corvin   Aaron.Corvin@oregon.gov
EPA Judy Smith 503-326-


6994
smith.judy@epa.gov
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From: Smith, Judy
To: Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI; DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us
Cc: Aaron.Corvin@oregon.gov; Cowie Robb; DANAB Marcia; FLYNT Jennifer; MODIE JONATHAN N; DECONCINI Nina; WICKSTROM Susan D; Yasmeen Sands;


 DOWNING.Kevin@deq.state.or.us
Subject: RE: Heads up KGW interviewing Dr. Lewis on Multco 2014, 2015 reports on diesel
Date: Thursday, March 03, 2016 11:36:00 AM


Reducing diesel emissions is a big priority for EPA too. 
 
EPA currently has an open solicitation for clean diesel technology grants which would be great to publicize.  You can send them to me for
 follow-up if appropriate. 
In Region 10, we are looking for proposals between $300K and $800K.  Here is the news release and a link to the website. 
 
http://yosemite.epa.gov/opa/admpress.nsf/d02490a60ecbb12285257f32005cc13a/97fede7d89c1c1d185257f640070d121!OpenDocument
http://www.epa.gov/cleandiesel/clean-diesel-national-grants
 
 
From: Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI [mailto:julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us] 
Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2016 11:22 AM
To: DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us
Cc: Aaron.Corvin@oregon.gov; Cowie Robb <robb.cowie@state.or.us>; DANAB Marcia <marcia.danab@state.or.us>; FLYNT Jennifer
 <FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us>; Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; MODIE JONATHAN N <jonathan.n.modie@state.or.us>;
 DECONCINI Nina <DECONCINI.Nina@deq.state.or.us>; WICKSTROM Susan D <susan.d.wickstrom@state.or.us>; Yasmeen Sands
 <ysands@fs.fed.us>; DOWNING.Kevin@deq.state.or.us
Subject: Re: Heads up KGW interviewing Dr. Lewis on Multco 2014, 2015 reports on diesel
 
If you wanted Tim to include that, can you send a statement? Paul's interview is essentially straightforward impact on human
 health and prevention. County board has also supported clean diesel policies.
 
J


Julie Sullivan-Springhetti
Communications Office
Multnomah County
503-709-9858
julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us
 
On Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 11:14 AM, DANAB Marcia <DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us> wrote:


Kevin Downing is the DEQ expert on diesel and getting grants for clean diesel.
 


From: Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI [mailto:julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us] 
Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2016 11:12 AM
To: Aaron.Corvin@oregon.gov; Cowie Robb; DANAB Marcia; FLYNT Jennifer; Judy Smith; MODIE JONATHAN N; DECONCINI Nina;
 WICKSTROM Susan D; Yasmeen Sands
Subject: Heads up KGW interviewing Dr. Lewis on Multco 2014, 2015 reports on diesel
 
Hi All,
 
After the legislative hearing, Tim Gordon at KGW has requested an interview with Dr. Lewis on Multco's 2014, 2015 reports
 on diesel and communities of color, on the board and clean school buses, etc.
 
The story is how diesel is a major air quality issue.
 
Julie
 


Julie Sullivan-Springhetti
Communications Office
Multnomah County
503-709-9858
julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "Steiger, Adele"; KOIN Assignment Editors DG; Dymburt, Andrew
Subject: RE: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016 5:11:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi Adele –
 
EPA has three national standards that potentially apply to glass manufacturing plants.  We are
 gathering information and reviewing facilities to help inform our decision about whether
 revision of these rules is warranted.  We are reviewing similar facilities nationally to
 determine whether they are covered by the current rules or whether there is a regulatory
 gap.   We are pleased that the facilities have cooperated with Oregon on ceasing use of the
 cadmium, arsenic and chrome while this review is in process. In the short term, we will
 continue to support Oregon DEQ and Oregon Health Authority as they take responsive and
 appropriate action to protect the health of the local community and address air quality
 concerns.
 
Thanks for your interest in this issue,
 
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 


 
 


From: Steiger, Adele <Adele.Steiger@koin.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 3:48 PM
To: Skadowski, Suzanne
Cc: KOIN Assignment Editors DG; Dymburt, Andrew
Subject: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
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Suzanne,
 
We are looking into reports that the EPA is now investigating the regulatory loopholes that may have led to the
 heavy metal toxins detected in Portland, OR.
 
We are working on this story for this afternoon.
 
Thank  you in advance for your time and attention to this request.
 
Adele Steiger | Assignment Editor
222 SW Columbia St • Suite 102 • Portland, OR 97201 
D: 503.464.0743• Adele.Steiger@koin.com
KOIN 6 Logo
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "Steiger, Adele"; Skadowski, Suzanne; KOIN Assignment Editors DG; Dymburt, Andrew
Subject: RE: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016 4:43:00 PM


Hi Adele – I am working on a response and will have something to you shortly.  Judy
 


From: Steiger, Adele [mailto:Adele.Steiger@koin.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 4:30 PM
To: Skadowski, Suzanne <Skadowski.Suzanne@epa.gov>; KOIN Assignment Editors DG
 <KOINAssignmentEditorsDG@koin.com>; Dymburt, Andrew <Andrew.Dymburt@koin.com>
Cc: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
 
Thank you Suzanne. I look forward to hearing from Judy.
 
Adele Steiger | Assignment Editor
222 SW Columbia St • Suite 102 • Portland, OR 97201 
D: 503.464.0743• Adele.Steiger@koin.com
KOIN 6 Logo


 


 
 
 
 


From: Skadowski, Suzanne [mailto:Skadowski.Suzanne@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 4:05 PM
To: Steiger, Adele; KOIN Assignment Editors DG; Dymburt, Andrew
Cc: Smith, Judy
Subject: Re: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
 
Hi Adele,
 
Thank you for the question. I've cc'ed Judy Smith in our Portland office and our main POC for
 this issue, so that she can respond. 
 
Suzanne
 
 
___________________________________________________________
Suzanne Skadowski
Public Affairs /Media Specialist
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Seattle
D: 206-553-2160| C: 206-900-3309| E: skadowski.suzanne@epa.gov
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From: Steiger, Adele <Adele.Steiger@koin.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 3:48 PM
To: Skadowski, Suzanne
Cc: KOIN Assignment Editors DG; Dymburt, Andrew
Subject: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
 
Suzanne,
 
We are looking into reports that the EPA is now investigating the regulatory loopholes that may have led to the
 heavy metal toxins detected in Portland, OR.
 
We are working on this story for this afternoon.
 
Thank  you in advance for your time and attention to this request.
 
Adele Steiger | Assignment Editor
222 SW Columbia St • Suite 102 • Portland, OR 97201 
D: 503.464.0743• Adele.Steiger@koin.com
KOIN 6 Logo
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "Steiger, Adele"; KOIN Assignment Editors DG; Dymburt, Andrew
Subject: RE: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016 5:33:00 PM
Attachments: image002.png
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Oregon has the two Portland area facilities, Bullseye Glass and Uroboros Glass.  There are between
 seven and thirteen significant art glass facilities in the U.S. 
 
Judy
 


From: Steiger, Adele [mailto:Adele.Steiger@koin.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 5:15 PM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; KOIN Assignment Editors DG
 <KOINAssignmentEditorsDG@koin.com>; Dymburt, Andrew <Andrew.Dymburt@koin.com>
Subject: RE: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
 
How many facilities exactly, in Oregon are complying with the ceasing of use of cadmium, arsenic, and chrome?
 
Adele Steiger | Assignment Editor
222 SW Columbia St • Suite 102 • Portland, OR 97201 
D: 503.464.0743• Adele.Steiger@koin.com


 


 
 
 
 


From: Smith, Judy [mailto:Smith.Judy@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 5:12 PM
To: Steiger, Adele; KOIN Assignment Editors DG; Dymburt, Andrew
Subject: RE: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
 
Hi Adele –
 
EPA has three national standards that potentially apply to glass manufacturing plants.  We are
 gathering information and reviewing facilities to help inform our decision about whether
 revision of these rules is warranted.  We are reviewing similar facilities nationally to
 determine whether they are covered by the current rules or whether there is a regulatory
 gap.   We are pleased that the facilities have cooperated with Oregon on ceasing use of the
 cadmium, arsenic and chrome while this review is in process. In the short term, we will
 continue to support Oregon DEQ and Oregon Health Authority as they take responsive and
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 appropriate action to protect the health of the local community and address air quality
 concerns.
 
Thanks for your interest in this issue,
 
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 


 
 


From: Steiger, Adele <Adele.Steiger@koin.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 3:48 PM
To: Skadowski, Suzanne
Cc: KOIN Assignment Editors DG; Dymburt, Andrew
Subject: KOIN inquiry - Portland heavy metals?
 
Suzanne,
 
We are looking into reports that the EPA is now investigating the regulatory loopholes that may have led to the
 heavy metal toxins detected in Portland, OR.
 
We are working on this story for this afternoon.
 
Thank  you in advance for your time and attention to this request.
 
Adele Steiger | Assignment Editor
222 SW Columbia St • Suite 102 • Portland, OR 97201 
D: 503.464.0743• Adele.Steiger@koin.com
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "DECONCINI Nina"
Subject: RE: Letters to OR Delegation (PDX Air Toxics)
Date: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:36:00 PM
Attachments: Final Portland Air Toxics Congressional Response 2 19 2016.docx


Here you go.  This is the penultimate version but I think the content is exact.  Judy
 


From: DECONCINI Nina [mailto:DECONCINI.Nina@deq.state.or.us] 
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:30 PM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Cc: Holsman, Marianne <Holsman.Marianne@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Letters to OR Delegation (PDX Air Toxics)
Importance: High
 
Judy,
 
Can you send this to me in a word doc asap?  I need to excise some language for something else and
 I’d rather not rekey it.
 
Thanks!
 
Nina
 


From: Smith, Judy [mailto:Smith.Judy@epa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 4:01 PM
To: DECONCINI Nina
Cc: Holsman, Marianne
Subject: Letters to OR Delegation (PDX Air Toxics)
 
 
 
Hi Nina – Here is a copy of the letter that was sent to the three members of the federal delegation. 
 This is the one addressed to Senator Wyden.  A copy was sent to Dick Pedersen DEQ and Gabriella
 Goldfarb at the Governor’s office.  Judy
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY


REGION 10


1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900


Seattle, WA 98101-3140





OFFICE OF 


AIR, WASTE, AND TOXICS

















[each member will get their own letter]


The Honorable Ron Wyden


United States Senate


Washington, D.C. 20510





Dear Senator Wyden:





Thank you for your letter of February 12, 2016, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator Gina McCarthy expressing your concerns about the air toxics situation in Portland, Oregon. In your letter you requested the EPA assist in responding to the public health concerns associated with the localized elevated emissions of toxic metals from stained glass manufacturing facilities. The Administrator asked that I respond on her behalf.  





[bookmark: _GoBack]I want to assure you that the EPA is already very engaged in this issue. We are communicating and coordinating closely with our state partners at the staff and management level and we are providing significant assistance to the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (ODEQ) and the Oregon Health Authority (OHA). I feel it is important to note that the State of Oregon is demonstrating the needed leadership in this situation and we want to support them in any way we can as well as do what is needed at the Federal level.  In particular and of most immediate concern, the State has worked with the companies to secure their agreement to stop using the compounds that are likely responsible for the toxic emissions found in the air monitoring in the communities. 





Last week we conducted joint inspections of the two art glass facilities with ODEQ, we are providing specialized equipment and we are providing on-going assistance from the EPA’s technical experts.  This includes risk assessors and staff with specialized expertise in the glass manufacturing sector and in emergency response (more details on this below). The University of Washington Pediatric Environmental Health Specialty Unit, which the EPA helps fund, is also supporting OHA. In addition, I personally have been in regular and frequent contact with ODEQ Director Dick Pedersen over the past several weeks to stay directly informed of what’s happening and to be sure the EPA provides whatever support we can to the State of Oregon in real time. 





You requested that the EPA respond decisively in three key ways: 1) Aiding Portland and the State of Oregon in assessing public health risks; 2) Updating federal standards for facilities like those implicated here; and 3) Increasing air quality monitoring, modeling, and research. I will address each of these requests below.





Immediate Response and Risk Assessment





In addition to securing the companies’ agreement to stop using the chemicals of concern, as I mentioned above, the State of Oregon is showing strong leadership and taking numerous other actions to respond to this situation, and the EPA is providing assistance to Portland and the State of Oregon on a number of fronts.  The EPA enforcement staff, including an EPA national expert on glass manufacturing, have accompanied State of Oregon staff on inspections of the two Portland facilities. The EPA has loaned monitoring equipment to the State of Oregon to collect air samples to analyze for heavy metals.  The EPA has also loaned the State of Oregon equipment to analyze soil samples and offered access to one of the EPA’s science and technical assistance contractors.  The EPA air and cleanup staff are assisting in the development of air and soil sampling programs. The EPA risk assessors are working with the OHA, Multnomah County Health Department, and the Agency for Toxics Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) to help assess and communicate the public health risks using the limited data currently available and will refine the assessment as more information becomes available on concentrations of metals in the air and soil.  The EPA air technical staff will also be providing information on technologies available to control emissions from glass manufacturing facilities. 





Federal Emissions Standards for Small Glass Plants





You have requested that EPA review and update the federal air toxics standards that apply to these types of plants.  There are three national standards that potentially apply to art glass manufacturing plants. Whether a standard applies depends on a number of factors, such as startup date, type of furnace, and the amount of glass produced. The three rules are:  the National Emissions Standard for Inorganic Arsenic Emissions from Glass Manufacturing Plants regulation issued in 1986; the Standards of Performance for New Glass Manufacturing Plants issued in 1980; and the National Emissions Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Glass Manufacturing Area Sources regulation issued in 2007.  





The art glass plants in Portland are not subject to the 1980 standard, which applies to sources constructed after June 15, 1979.  These plants were constructed prior to 1979.  The Bullseye Glass plant is subject to the 1986 standard, but the Uroboros Glass plant is not because it doesn’t use commercial arsenic as a raw material.  EPA is currently collecting information needed to determine Bullseye’s compliance status with respect to the 1986 standard.  The 2007 NESHAP applies to furnaces that operate continuously, which tend to be larger producers of glass. The information available to the EPA at the time the rule was issued indicated that large producers using continuous processes were the most significant-emitting sources in the industry.  Currently, the furnaces at the Portland art glass facilities have not been identified as being subject to the standard.  We are in the process of looking at the applicability of the rule based on the new information gained during our inspections.





You urged the EPA to begin the process of updating these federal standards and, as appropriate, consider reclassifying these plants as a unique category or subcategory.  At this time, we are gathering information to better understand art glass manufacturing plants across the country – e.g., locations, air emissions, pollution controls, business operations, etc.  Our current information indicates that there are between 7 and 13 significant art glass manufacturing plants in the U.S.  Further understanding of these facilities will inform our consideration of potential revision of the current federal emission standards.  As we continue to collect this information, we will also continue our significant focus on actions that support ODEQ and OHA as they take responsive and appropriate action to deal with the air quality concerns raised in Portland.





You also suggested that the EPA convene a group of industry, public health, and other appropriate stakeholders and experts to identify technological or process improvements that could reduce emissions from these sources.  EPA agrees that continued collection of information about art glass manufacturing plants across the country will be important to determine how these plants can best operate in an environmentally safe manner.  The EPA and state representatives are currently having discussions on controlling air pollution from these plants and will involve the individual plants, as necessary.  We will also consider the best means of having the broader discussions you suggested.





Air Quality Monitoring





As you note, many air toxics problems tend to be local in nature, and identifying priority monitoring needs with available resources is an ongoing challenge.  State and local air agencies are on the front lines for conducting air monitoring in local communities.  The ODEQ, in particular, has a long-standing record of proactively doing air monitoring to investigate air toxics concerns, and is a leader nationally in these efforts.  A timeline for the many steps they have taken to characterize air toxics in Portland is available on their website:   http://www.deq.state.or.us/nwr/docs/metalsem/FSMetalsTimeline.pdf





The EPA’s air toxics monitoring efforts are largely complementary to and supportive of state and local efforts and include: (1) The EPA’s long-term National Air Toxics Trends Sites (NATTS) operating in 27 cities, including Portland, and (2) providing grant funding to state, local, and tribal air agencies for air monitoring and supporting a competitive grant program for community-scale air toxics monitoring.  Since 2003, the EPA has provided $26.8M for 70 projects across the country.  In 2015, we provided more than $5M for 11 projects.





As I noted, it is very challenging to address all potential air monitoring needs, especially for localized air toxics emissions.  The EPA, through both its Office of Research and Development and Office of Air and Radiation, is committed to evaluating newer sensor technology for air pollutants, such as air toxics, with the hope that this technology can help with air quality characterization in many more locations than we are currently able to monitor.  While this technology is not sufficiently advanced today for most air toxics pollutants, the EPA expects advancements to occur in the years ahead.





Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff may contact Matthew Davis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at davis.matthew@epa.gov or (202) 564-1267.





Sincerely,











Dennis McLerran


Regional Administrator



















From: Smith, Judy
To: BLACK Julie
Cc: eric.n.gebbie@state.or.us; Koprowski, Paul; Wroble, Julie
Subject: RE: Metals emissions - Updated Contacts List
Date: Thursday, March 03, 2016 1:02:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi Julie and Eric –
 
Thank you for your regular IMT communications.  I’m an active participant in the JIC, and have been
 monitoring the IMT calls in a liaison role.  I am continuing my participation in the JIC, but beginning
 tomorrow, EPA would like to have Paul Koprowski and Julie Wroble join the call as the liaisons for
 EPA.  Their contact information is:
 
Paul Koprowski 503-326-6363 koprowski.paul@epa.gov
Julie Wroble 206-553-1079 wroble.julie@epa.gov
 
Thank you,
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 


From: BLACK Julie [mailto:julie.black@state.or.us] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 02, 2016 9:26 AM
Subject: Metals emissions - Updated Contacts List
 
The latest is attached.
 


Julie Black, Ed.M.
All Hazards Planner
Public Health Division
julie.black@state.or.us
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Office# 971-673-0706
Cell# 971-888-3358
 


 


CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
This email may contain information that is privileged, confidential, or
 otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not
 the addressee or it appears from the context or otherwise that you have
 received this email in error, please advise me immediately by reply
 email, keep the contents confidential, and immediately delete the
 message and any attachments from your system.
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: "Cassandra Profita"
Subject: RE: PDX air issue inquiry
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 10:40:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi Cassandra – Here is the EPA headquarters contact who can probably best provide answers for the
 topics you outlined for me yesterday.  He is aware that you will be calling him. Judy 
 
Mike Koerber
919-541-5557 
Koerber.mike@Epa.gov
 


From: Cassandra Profita [mailto:cprofita@opb.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 11:40 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: PDX air issue inquiry
 
Hey Judy,
 
Sorry I missed you yesterday! I don't have a deadline for these particular questions, just wanted to get the
 EPA's input. Just left you a message. Give me a ring. 
 
Thanks for getting in touch,
 
Cassandra
 
-- 
Cassandra Profita
Environment Reporter
Oregon Public Broadcasting
(503)293-1936
Website: earthfix.opb.org
Twitter: @cprofita_opb
 
 


From: "Smith, Judy" <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Date: Tuesday, February 9, 2016 12:09 PM
To: Cassandra Profita <cprofita@opb.org>
Subject: PDX air issue inquiry
 


Hi Cassandra – I just found this unsent message in my outbox.  My apologies for not
 responding in a timely fashion. 
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Can you let me know what your deadline is?  I hear that you will be coming to our EPA office
 today, so perhaps we can touch base while you are here. 
 
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 
From: Cassandra Profita [mailto:cprofita@opb.org] 
Sent: Friday, February 05, 2016 11:51 AM
To: MacIntyre, Mark <Macintyre.Mark@epa.gov>
Subject: PDX air issue


Hey Mark,


Do you have anyone working on the heavy metals issue in Southeast Portland? Seems like
 there is a question about whether federal air pollution standards failed at this glass making
 facility or if something else went wrong. Oregon DEQ is swamped with worried residents, but
 I'd like to know more about whether we have a bigger problem with the mechanisms colored
 glass makers are using to control their emissions of heavy metals. Seems like something the
 EPA would know about..


Let me know. Thanks!


Cassandra
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "Cassandra Profita"
Subject: RE: PDX air issue inquiry
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 10:45:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi – As soon as I hit the button, I see that you spoke with Enesta Jones.  She will ensure that your
 questions get to Mike.  Judy
 


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 10:40 AM
To: 'Cassandra Profita' <cprofita@opb.org>
Subject: RE: PDX air issue inquiry
 
Hi Cassandra – Here is the EPA headquarters contact who can probably best provide answers for the
 topics you outlined for me yesterday.  He is aware that you will be calling him. Judy 
 
Mike Koerber
919-541-5557 
Koerber.mike@Epa.gov
 


From: Cassandra Profita [mailto:cprofita@opb.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 11:40 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: PDX air issue inquiry
 
Hey Judy,
 
Sorry I missed you yesterday! I don't have a deadline for these particular questions, just wanted to get the
 EPA's input. Just left you a message. Give me a ring. 
 
Thanks for getting in touch,
 
Cassandra
 
-- 
Cassandra Profita
Environment Reporter
Oregon Public Broadcasting
(503)293-1936
Website: earthfix.opb.org
Twitter: @cprofita_opb
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From: "Smith, Judy" <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Date: Tuesday, February 9, 2016 12:09 PM
To: Cassandra Profita <cprofita@opb.org>
Subject: PDX air issue inquiry
 


Hi Cassandra – I just found this unsent message in my outbox.  My apologies for not
 responding in a timely fashion. 
 
Can you let me know what your deadline is?  I hear that you will be coming to our EPA office
 today, so perhaps we can touch base while you are here. 
 
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 
From: Cassandra Profita [mailto:cprofita@opb.org] 
Sent: Friday, February 05, 2016 11:51 AM
To: MacIntyre, Mark <Macintyre.Mark@epa.gov>
Subject: PDX air issue


Hey Mark,


Do you have anyone working on the heavy metals issue in Southeast Portland? Seems like
 there is a question about whether federal air pollution standards failed at this glass making
 facility or if something else went wrong. Oregon DEQ is swamped with worried residents, but
 I'd like to know more about whether we have a bigger problem with the mechanisms colored
 glass makers are using to control their emissions of heavy metals. Seems like something the
 EPA would know about..


Let me know. Thanks!
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Cassandra








From: Smith, Judy
To: FLYNT Jennifer; JONATHAN.N.MODIE@dhsoha.state.or.us; Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov; cmiles@pps.net;


 ysands@fs.fed.us; ROBB.COWIE@dhsoha.state.or.us; DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us;
 Marcia.DANAB@state.or.us; julie.sullivan-springhetti@multco.us; Susan.D.WICKSTROM@dhsoha.state.or.us


Subject: RE: Protestors at deq RE: JIC-SE Portland Metals
Date: Thursday, March 03, 2016 1:29:00 PM
Attachments: IMG_0437.JPG


Tell Joni that we appreciate her willingness to reach out to the protesters.  Here is a view of the rally in Pioneer
 Square taken from Starbucks at 12:05 pm - Judy


-----Original Message-----
From: FLYNT Jennifer [mailto:FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us]
Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2016 1:04 PM
To: FLYNT Jennifer <FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us>; JONATHAN.N.MODIE@dhsoha.state.or.us;
 Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov; Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>; cmiles@pps.net; ysands@fs.fed.us;
 ROBB.COWIE@dhsoha.state.or.us; DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us; Marcia.DANAB@state.or.us; julie.sullivan-
springhetti@multco.us; Susan.D.WICKSTROM@dhsoha.state.or.us
Subject: Protestors at deq RE: JIC-SE Portland Metals


Joni hammond handled.some tough questions. Lots of media. No questions from media. Channel 2 was going to talk
 to her before the rally but got called to another story


Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "DANAB Marcia"; armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us
Subject: RE: Urgent: Message map for monitoring at Tubman
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016 11:25:00 AM


o   Hi Marcia – I’m checking your message map out with our program folks and will get
 back to you soon.  Here is the link to the EPA site about the school monitoring:
 http://www3.epa.gov/air/sat/HarrietTub.html


 
Here are bullets and supporting information that I had in process here at EPA:
 


Harriett Tubman School was selected to be part of a national initiative by Administrator
 Lisa Jackson to assess outdoor air toxics near schools.  Schools were sampled in 22
 states and 2 tribal areas.


This school was selected for monitoring in consultation with ODEQ because it
 was near an urban industrial area as well as interstate and state highways.  The
 EPA’s 2002 NATA analysis indicated potential concern about elevated levels of
 manganese and nickel from nearby industrial sources and acetaldehyde, acrolein,
 benzene, and 1, 3-butadiene from mobile sources.
More information at: http://www3.epa.gov/air/sat/HarrietTub.html


 
Monitoring started at this school on August 23, 2009 and ended on November 3, 2009.


During this period, 13 PM10 metal samples, 13 carbonyl samples, and 12 VOC
 samples of airborne particles were collected and analyzed for the key pollutants
 and other air toxics at this school.
The samples were analyzed for manganese, nickel, acetaldehyde, benzene, and 1,
 3- butadiene (the key pollutants at this school) and for a standardized set of
 additional PM10 metals, carbonyls, and VOCs that are routinely included in the
 analytical methods for the key pollutants.


 
The intent of the dataset developed from this 2-3 month monitoring initiative was to
 help identify priorities for longer-term monitoring projects to improve air quality. 


 


Summary of Key Findings
Measured levels of manganese and nickel were well below levels of concern for
 long term exposures.
Measured levels of benzene, 1, 3-butadiene, and acetaldehyde levels were lower
 than expected from modeling information available prior to monitoring.


 
Next Steps for Key Pollutants


EPA recommended additional monitoring for cadmium to better understand the
 elevated levels observed in this study, identify the source(s) and further
 characterize any potential exposure to the community.
ODEQ was expected to continue to oversee industrial facilities in the area through
 air permits and other programs. ODEQ has developed state-specific ambient
 benchmark concentrations, which are used with either monitoring or modeling
 studies, for these key pollutants. They may be found at
 http://www.deq.state.or.us/aq/toxics/benchmark.htm. The ODEQ will also
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 continue to implement reductions in mobile sources through implementation of
 national programs and its own programs.


 
In 2011, additional monitoring was conducted by DEQ with equipment and support
 from EPA to help locate the source of cadmium. EPA wrote the final report. This
 monitoring does not indicate long term concern for cadmium at the school.  Based on
 recent events, R10 or ODEQ is considering monitoring at location closer to source.


Monitoring:
PM10  - May 28, 2011 through July 18, 201 (47 samples)
Evaluation of wind roses – plotted highest days for initial and additional
 monitoring


Long term non-cancer comparison level for cadmium is 10 ng/m3
Long term cancer comparison level for cadmium is 56 ng/m3
95% Confidence level for first SAT sampling 12.7 ng/m3 (13 samples Aug-Nov
 2009)
95% CI for additional SAT sampling 1.8 ng/m3 (47 samples )
Combined data 95% CI is 3.98 ng/m3
Comparison with Portland NATTS (National Air Toxics Trends Sites) – cadmium
 levels appear to track each other


 
 
 


From: DANAB Marcia [mailto:DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us] 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2016 10:48 AM
To: armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us; Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Subject: Urgent: Message map for monitoring at Tubman
Importance: High
 
Here is a brief message map that I took mostly from the DEQ response to the Governor’s requests
 re: Portland Metals
 
Sarah – I think this is what Julie at Multnomah County Health was talking about having
Simple talking points.
 
Marcia Danab
Communications
DEQ Northwest Region
503-229-6488
971-255-7518 (cell)
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: SIFUENTES Julie
Cc: Modie Jonathan N
Subject: Re:
Date: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 5:13:30 PM


Hi Julie -


There is relatively large group of EPA staff from Region 10 and HQ who are closely
 monitoring the Portland air toxics situation and providing support to the state response when
 requested, included providing air monitoring equipment to DEQ.  I think it would be best to
 make sure that any questions or requests for information for EPA go through this established
 network first.  Our point person in Seattle is Katie McClintock mcclintock.katie@epa.gov


Thanks,


Judy 


From: SIFUENTES Julie <julie.sifuentes@state.or.us>
Sent: Tuesday, March 1, 2016 8:57 AM
To: Smith, Judy
Cc: Modie Jonathan N
Subject: FW:
 
Hi – Please see below.  I copied/pasted from the Eastside Portland Air Coalition FB page.
 
From: SIFUENTES Julie 
Sent: Monday, February 29, 2016 7:51 PM
To: SIFUENTES Julie <Julie.SIFUENTES@dhsoha.state.or.us>
Subject:
 
Hey all -- I just received the following note from an old friend from high school:


"I saw your note about the air quality issues in Portland.  If you have any scientific questions,
 please don't hesitate to email me at my official email account with EPA. I am in Office of
 Research and Development and I do air quality studies around the U.S.  If I don't know the
 answers, I can help find someone who can. Currently in Chicago putting up an air monitoring
 station at a school!"


Gayle is a great person, and could be an excellent contact for scientific questions. I'll be
 putting together an email of questions to her, and will share her reply. I'd love to include other
 questions from the group. Do you have scientific questions you'd like answered from an air
 monitoring specialist? Let me know in the comments!
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From: Smith, Judy
To: Rob Davis
Subject: Re: Bullseye Glass
Date: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 4:08:14 PM


Hi Rob -  The response that we sent to you on 2/11 is still current in regards to Title V.    Judy


_____


From: Smith, Judy
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 4:23 PM
To: Rob Davis
Subject: Response to your inquiry on Title V
 
Hi Rob – Here is our response to your questions.
 
To clarify, the Clean Air Act Title V permit program does not apply to art glass facilities such as
 Bullseye Glass in Portland. This size of facility is regulated under the state permitting program.
 
EPA and ODEQ work together to ensure that monitoring, permitting and review under the Clean Air
 Act are sufficient to implement the statute. EPA works with ODEQ to identify the priority work that
 is needed to accomplish the statutory requirements in the Clean Air Act. The Title V permit program
 is a fee based program by design, and ODEQ must collect the funds necessary to administer the
 program. EPA periodically reviews the Title V program to assess whether sufficient funds are being
 collected to manage to program.  EPA and DEQ also collaborate regarding the monitoring network
 needed for implementation of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). 
 
Consistent with the Clean Air Act and the implementing regulations, Title V permits are periodically
 revised to ensure they include all applicable requirements.  Such revisions are in addition to the five-
year renewal process. Title V permits are often administratively extended beyond their expiration
 date and the permits remain in effect. Facilities with administratively extended permits must
 continue to meet the limits of their permits until the permits are reviewed and renewed.
 
EPA is scheduled to complete a Clean Air Act Title V permit program review for Oregon this year. 
 The two reports you referenced are compliance/enforcement related reviews, called the State
 Review Framework, which are separate from the Title V program review. The current report for the
 State Review Framework has been drafted and is now under review. The State Review Framework is
 a standard review of state compliance and enforcement programs and it has a Clean Air Act
 component. 
 
Please let me know if you need anything else. 
 
Judy
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From: Rob Davis <RDavis@oregonian.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 1, 2016 11:18 AM
To: Smith, Judy; Skadowski, Suzanne
Subject: FW: Bullseye Glass
 
Hi Judy, Suzanne:


I’m writing on deadline today about this. Does EPA believe that Bullseye Glass should’ve been
 operating under a Title V permit? The company reports producing far more than 50 tons of
 glass per year. (Please see attached screenshot of DEQ’s ACDP showing the company “melts”
 2000+ tons of glass a year.)


One potential hiccup here, raised in subsequent emails in the chain, is that the company says
 it does not operate a continuous furnace.


If the company was operating under a Title V permit, can you tell me what additional level of
 scrutiny or regulation would’ve been given to its air emissions? 


I’m making the same inquiry of DEQ as well but would like to hear from EPA given that you all
 raised the issue in the email correspondence below, which I obtained through a public
 records request.


Thanks in advance for a swift response. I’m at my desk if it’s easier, 503.294.7657.


Cheers,
Rob


ROB DAVIS
Reporter
The Oregonian
503.294.7657
@robwdavis


From: "Narvaez, Madonna" <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>
Date: Thursday, February 4, 2016 at 9:48 AM
To: "monro.david@deq.state.or.us" <monro.david@deq.state.or.us>
Cc: "armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us" <armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us>
Subject: Bullseye Glass


Good morning, Dave. Can you tell me who the permit writer/inspector is for Bullseye Glass? I am



mailto:Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov

mailto:monro.david@deq.state.or.us

mailto:monro.david@deq.state.or.us

mailto:armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us

mailto:armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us





 trying to find out how many tons per year of glass they produce. If it is at least 50, they should have
 a Title V permit, and I can only find an ACDP for them, thanks!
 
 
=================================
Madonna Narvaez
Regional Air Toxics Coordinator
USEPA, Region 10
1200 Sixth Avenue, Ste 900
MC: AWT-150
phone: 206-553-2117
fax:  206-553-0110
narvaez.madonna@epa.gov
Follow @EPAnorthwest on Twitter!https://twitter.com/EPAnorthwest
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From: Smith, Judy
To: FLYNT Jennifer; MacIntyre, Mark
Cc: GEBBIE ERIC N; "Modie Jonathan N"; WICKSTROM Susan D; Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov;


 DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us; Cowie Robb; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI; cmiles@pps.net;
 "ysands@fs.fed.us"; Holsman, Marianne


Subject: Re: Please review: Draft message RE: Bullseye Glass
Date: Wednesday, March 02, 2016 5:06:42 PM


Hi Jennifer - Your response is consistent with EPA's current statement on this issue (updated today):


EPA continues to work closely with Oregon officials to gather and assess information about two art glass
 manufacturing facilities in Portland. This includes working to understand the emissions and what risks they pose to
 the public, if any. As a precaution, the agency has asked its 10 regional offices to gather information on similar art
 glass manufacturing plants across the country. Our current information indicates that there are fewer than 20 other
 similar facilities nationwide  that manufacture art glass and that may use raw materials in their processes. This
 information will inform the agency's actions to ensure compliance with existing regulations, determine whether any
 updates to the rule are needed, and ensure these plants operate in an environmentally safe manner.


Judy
________________________________________
From: FLYNT Jennifer <FLYNT.Jennifer@deq.state.or.us>
Sent: Wednesday, March 2, 2016 4:30 PM
To: Smith, Judy; MacIntyre, Mark
Cc: GEBBIE ERIC N; 'Modie Jonathan N'; WICKSTROM Susan D; Sara.Hottman@portlandoregon.gov;
 DANAB.Marcia@deq.state.or.us; Cowie Robb; Julie SULLIVAN-SPRINGHETTI; cmiles@pps.net;
 'ysands@fs.fed.us'
Subject: Please review: Draft message RE: Bullseye Glass


Judy and Mark,


Please let me know if the following message for Rob Davis is accurate from your standpoint so I can send it asap.
 For context, see the emails from Rob below.


Response for Rob:
Part of what DEQ does - whenever we take a close look at facilities - is to find out if there are changes in the
 facilities or updates to applicable regulations that may have triggered new regulations. This include revisiting
 determinations we've made in the past.


I'm copying the JIC on this so they're in the loop. I have to provide Rob with more information ASAP. The message
 I relayed yesterday was unsatisfactory. I'm still unable to answer his specific questions and our tech. expert is
 unavailable to speak with him, however, as I learned more about this, it seems the statement above may be helpful.
 Please confirm for accuracy and give me a buzz on my cell if you have concerns. 503.730.5924


FROM YESTERDAY
Hi Jennifer,
>
> I've flagged this question to EPA but am raising these questions of DEQ as well as I'm writing on deadline.
>
> Does the DEQ believe that Bullseye was operating under the wrong type of air pollution permit? The company
 reports producing far more than 50 tons of glass per year. (Please see attached screenshot of DEQ's ACDP annual
 report showing the company "melts" 2000+ tons of glass a year.)
>
> One potential hiccup here, raised in subsequent emails in the chain, is that the company says it does not operate a
 continuous furnace.
>
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> If the company was operating under a Title V permit, can you tell me what additional level of scrutiny or
 regulation would've been given to its air emissions? Does DEQ think it got the permit type wrong?
>
> I'm writing on deadline and would like to speak to David about this.
>
> Thanks,
>
> ROB DAVIS
> Reporter
> The Oregonian
> 503.294.7657
> @robwdavis
>
>
>
> From: "Narvaez, Madonna" <Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov<mailto:Narvaez.Madonna@epa.gov>>
> Date: Thursday, February 4, 2016 at 9:48 AM
> To: "monro.david@deq.state.or.us<mailto:monro.david@deq.state.or.us>"
 <monro.david@deq.state.or.us<mailto:monro.david@deq.state.or.us>>
> Cc: "armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us<mailto:armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us>"
 <armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us<mailto:armitage.sarah@deq.state.or.us>>
> Subject: Bullseye Glass
>
>
> Good morning, Dave. Can you tell me who the permit writer/inspector is for Bullseye Glass? I am trying to find
 out how many tons per year of glass they produce. If it is at least 50, they should have a Title V permit, and I can
 only find an ACDP for them, thanks!
>
>
> =================================
> Madonna Narvaez
> Regional Air Toxics Coordinator
> USEPA, Region 10
> 1200 Sixth Avenue, Ste 900
> MC: AWT-150
> phone: 206-553-2117
> fax:  206-553-0110
> narvaez.madonna@epa.gov<mailto:narvaez.madonna@epa.gov>
> Follow @EPAnorthwest on Twitter!https://twitter.com/EPAnorthwest
>
>
>
>
>
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From: Smith, Judy
To: ddanforbes@aol.com
Subject: Re: Query on Glass Manufacturing Air Rules
Date: Wednesday, February 24, 2016 9:20:03 AM
Attachments: image001.png
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Hi Dan - I just wanted to clarify that your questions on this rule are best answered by our
 headquarters staff, so your reply will be coming from Enesta Jones and not Region 10.  Judy


From: ddanforbes@aol.com <ddanforbes@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 2:59 PM
To: Smith, Judy
Subject: Re: Query on Glass Manufacturing Air Rules
 
Hi Judy: 


   Thanks for your reply. Essentially, I'm looking for an interpretation of 40 CFR
 Part 63, "National Emission Standards for HAPs for Area Sources: ... Glass
 Manufacturing... Final Rule 12/26/07."


   Specifically, on page 73182, under the heading "Applicablity," it states that
 "periodic or pot furnaces"[--which are not necessarily the same thing, so, should
 that read: "periodic AND pot furnaces??]-- are not part of the source category. The
 final rule applies only to glass manufacturing plants that operate continuous
 furnaces and use one or more of the glass manufacturing metal HAP as raw
 materials." [Emphasis added.]


   On Page 73201, under 63.11448, EPA states that you're subject to this subpart if
 you're an area source of HAP emissions and (c) your facility "uses one or more
 continuous furnaces"  etc. re HAP. [Emphasis added.]


   Page 73206: under 63.11459: "Continuous furnace means a glass manufacturing
 furnace that operates continuously except during periods of maintenance,
 malfunction, control device installation, reconstruction or rebuilding." 


   So, that's the context. Here's my questions, please. And by the way, I asked
 Oregon DEQ Administrator Dick Pedersen about this issue in Salem at Oregon
 state Rep. Vega Pederson's hearing this morning, and he deferred the question to
 his staffer David Monro, his de factor permit manager. Mr. Monro deferred my
 question to EPA. 
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   Questions, please, and they refer specifically to Bullseye Glass and Uroboros
 Glass here in Portland, small, art-glass manufacturers, Bullseye with about 20
 furnaces, Uroboros with less. 


   (1.) The two companies' furnaces, my article will state, quoting named industry
 experts, including a former Uroboros manager, are never shut off once they go on-
line. To turn them off severely damages the ceramic lining of the furnaces. So from
 day one until they 'die,' they are heated continuously at a minimum of 1500 F,
 some emissions, by definition, occurring during that 24/7 heating. Does this
 scenario therefore qualify this furnace as operating in a continuous manner?


   (2.) Batch raw material is fed into them daily. The melt, then cooling cycle
 typically takes some 22-hours a day approximately. After a pause of an hour or
 two, depending on production needs, new batch is often fed into the same furnace
 within an hour or two of the molten glass's removal. Does this qualify as a
 continuous furnace?


   (3.) Might the quotidian pause be considered part of an ongoing process?


   (4.) One of the company's apparently does have an actual product-moving-
through it 24/7 furnace to produce clear glass. Given that the glass is clear, its main
 off-gassing is carbon dioxide, not a HAP. What effect does this putative furnace
 have on qualification as an area source of HAP emissions? 


   (4.) An easy one: is the 40 CFR Part 63 dated 12/26/07 the most current version
 and therefore the applicable document?


   (5.) Is the identity of the commenters during the public comment period a public
 record?


   So, I do not want an emailed response to this, please, but request rather a phone
 interview with someone sometime tomorrow morning (2/24/16) to discuss this.


Many thanks, 


Daniel Forbes
The Portland Mercury
503-477-8888


-----Original Message-----
From: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
To: ddanforbes <ddanforbes@aol.com>
Sent: Tue, Feb 23, 2016 9:22 am
Subject: FW: Query on Glass Manufacturing Air Rules







Apologies if you are receiving this more than once. I left the first “d” off of your e-mail and it keeps
 bouncing back.  Judy


From: Smith, Judy 
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 9:18 AM
To: 'danforbes@aol.com' <danforbes@aol.com>
Subject: Query on Glass Manufacturing Air Rules
Importance: High
 
Hi Daniel –
 
I’m writing in response to the query you sent to Dennis McLerran last night.   I’d like to line up
 someone on staff in the air program at headquarters to talk with you, but it would be helpful if you
 can provide us with more specific questions so that we can direct you to the right person.  Can you
 provide me with a list of questions to send up the chain?
 
Many thanks,
Judy
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA Public Affairs Specialist
Oregon Operations Office
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


       
 
From: ddanforbes@aol.com<mailto:ddanforbes@aol.com> [mailto:ddanforbes@aol.com]
> Sent: Monday, February 22, 2016 2:31 PM
> To: McLerran, Dennis <mclerran.dennis@epa.gov<mailto:mclerran.dennis@epa.gov>>
> Subject: Portland Mercury reporter requests brief interview to clarify interpretation of 40 CFR 63,
 National Emission Standards for ... Glass Manufacturers
>
> Good Afrtenoon Administrator McLerran:
>
>   Daniel Forbes here. I've had some stories on air toxics in The Portland Mercury of late that may
 have surfaced on your radar.
>
>   My deadline looming, I'm currently embarked on an examination of 40 CFR Part 63, "National
 Emission Standards for HAPs for Area Sources: ... Glass Manufacturing... Final Rule 12/26/07."
>
>   I understand you briefed Sens. Wyden and Merkley and Rep. Blumenauer prior to their press
 conference on 2/18/16.
>
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>   Please call at your earliest convenience to plumb the depths, however briefly, of 40 CFR Part 63.
>
> Thanks,
>
> Daniel Forbes
> The Portland Mercury
> 503-477-8888
 








From: Smith, Judy
To: WICKSTROM Susan D
Subject: Re: White board
Date: Wednesday, March 02, 2016 9:00:54 AM


Thanks Susan! Unfortunately, I have to jump off the call, but I'm always very interested in strategic communications
 planning.  Judy


________________________________________
From: WICKSTROM Susan D <susan.d.wickstrom@state.or.us>
Sent: Wednesday, March 2, 2016 8:57 AM
To: Smith, Judy
Subject: White board
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From: Smith, Judy
To: "Rob Davis"
Subject: Response to your inquiry on Title V
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 4:23:00 PM
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Hi Rob – Here is our response to your questions.
 
To clarify, the Clean Air Act Title V permit program does not apply to art glass facilities such as
 Bullseye Glass in Portland. This size of facility is regulated under the state permitting program.
 
EPA and ODEQ work together to ensure that monitoring, permitting and review under the Clean Air
 Act are sufficient to implement the statute. EPA works with ODEQ to identify the priority work that
 is needed to accomplish the statutory requirements in the Clean Air Act. The Title V permit program
 is a fee based program by design, and ODEQ must collect the funds necessary to administer the
 program. EPA periodically reviews the Title V program to assess whether sufficient funds are being
 collected to manage to program.  EPA and DEQ also collaborate regarding the monitoring network
 needed for implementation of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). 
 
Consistent with the Clean Air Act and the implementing regulations, Title V permits are periodically
 revised to ensure they include all applicable requirements.  Such revisions are in addition to the five-
year renewal process. Title V permits are often administratively extended beyond their expiration
 date and the permits remain in effect. Facilities with administratively extended permits must
 continue to meet the limits of their permits until the permits are reviewed and renewed.
 
EPA is scheduled to complete a Clean Air Act Title V permit program review for Oregon this year. 
 The two reports you referenced are compliance/enforcement related reviews, called the State
 Review Framework, which are separate from the Title V program review. The current report for the
 State Review Framework has been drafted and is now under review. The State Review Framework is
 a standard review of state compliance and enforcement programs and it has a Clean Air Act
 component. 
 
Please let me know if you need anything else. 
 
Judy
 


From: Rob Davis [mailto:RDavis@oregonian.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 11:11 AM
To: Smith, Judy <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: MEDIA INQUIRY (deadline Thursday!): The Oregonian re Portland air tox metals and
 ODEQ Title V air permits
 
Fantastic — I appreciate the follow up Judy.
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From: "Smith, Judy" <Smith.Judy@epa.gov>
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 at 11:10 AM
To: Rob Davis <RDavis@oregonian.com>
Subject: FW: MEDIA INQUIRY (deadline Thursday!): The Oregonian re Portland air tox metals
 and ODEQ Title V air permits
 
Hi Rob – I wanted to let you know that I’m working on getting the response to your inquiry and will
 have something to you shortly.  Judy
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Judy Smith, EPA
Public Affairs Specialist
503-326-6994 desk
503-545-2540 cell
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
 


    
 
 
 
 


From: Rob Davis [mailto:RDavis@oregonian.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 3:33 PM
To: Skadowski, Suzanne <Skadowski.Suzanne@epa.gov>
Subject: from the oregonian: title V
 
Suzanne,
 
Thanks for the time just now. As I mentioned, I’m looking at Oregon DEQ’s administration of the Title V
 permit program. From an initial review of mine, it appears that 46% of Oregon’s Title V permits are expired.
 Some appear to have been expired since 2000; the bulk lapsed between 2011-2015.
 
Given EPA’s delegation of this authority to Oregon, I want to know:


Is EPA concerned with Oregon’s funding, monitoring, permitting and review of major air pollution
 sources?
Is it normal for a state to be so far behind in its permit reviews? 
Has EPA audited Oregon’s Clean Air Act administration since these reports circa 2007 and FY10?
 (Linked here: http://www.epa.gov/compliance/oregon-state-review-framework). If so, can you
 provide them?
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Thanks for a prompt followup. My deadline is this time tomorrow (2/11).
 
All best,
Rob
 
 
ROB DAVIS
Reporter
The Oregonian
503.294.7657
@robwdavis








From: Smith, Judy
To: Modie Jonathan N
Subject: Tentative: JIC-SE Portland Metals
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